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MPT II—3P-43^(ii) 

PART II—Section 3—Sub-section (ii) 


MP7T MfchK % MjTToPTT ( T§TT Wt «!§<*< ) f*PT RTPt f^TT PIT PlfMfyRT 3TT^9T 3^1 

Statutory Orders and Notifications Issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(Other than the Ministry of Defence) 


<5 >t chiding 

14 WRPP, 2010 

Tf. 2/2010 

^T.3TT. 2864 .— PTRI^T 3Tf#PPT, 1 962 «TKT 10 ^ 3T=?PfcT ^ TTf^PTT' ^ 3PTFT ^ ^ MPIT R w j, 
R l H I Vjm* 3TRJ3R, qiMlVJrd-, TJF, Ud^gRT PTPR/Jm?/ SffatWT, 1962 47 VTRRHT cTPf PTPT P747R PT PTPTTp^ PRP+d. 

tJ?, ^tf^T IgRT PPR Wt RT FfW ^ TO SPjqi^R 7RT? 97, PPTT^ STP P ^ 31P 

TTH ^ %Ii TFtfg ^TTRI, 471 PTTFf ^ M 4 fd^ffpT ^ I 

[ RH. P. RPAl / l 67/2010 TPT7 | 
Tt. TPI , PTPT^pP PI'{471 

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS 

Cochin, the 14th October, 2010 

No. 2/2010 

S.O. 2864._In exercise of the powers conferred on me under Section 10 ol the Customs Act. 1962. I. V Kama 

Mathew, Commissioner of Customs, Custom House, Cochin, here appoint, Kochi International Manna. Holgatty Island, 
l-'rnakulam, as a boarding station for the purpose of boarding of, or disembarkation from, vessels by officers of Customs 
subject to the strict observance of the provisions of the Customs Act, 1962 and other instructions issued m this behalf b> 
the Government of India or Commissioner of Customs, Customs House, Cochin troin time to time. 

IF.No.S-31 167 2010-Pr Cus. j 

V. KAMA, MATHEW. Commissioner of Customs 
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mNim4 

(THfW finTHT) 

10 4*447,2010 

^T.3TT. 2865.—40777~T47 1444137 (7T4 *nw*1<4 3> f^Tti TO) tWl, i 976 «K 7434 10 Z '44444 ( 

37 STJTTTT 4 lUw fa4FT ^ T#? 'T4T4 4444 #47 37^ 37 fTRfcl%cT 37741414 371 ftSR^ K0 4i47!4 3433 

^ 34 4i( 4«IV37 W4 UTO 34 1>44T t, 37f37^f3?f 377At t I 

3^473 TA4< 7QE3>, 34^44444, ^-1 
41 -T, 37T$ Tft 1 75T3TT, TFRJjT ITS, 

37fe3T 3T74T4 4> 7TFR, 44-4 i 1001 

1 4)7. *4 i I i) J 2 • E!US ft 47 
4^ i. ' rj\-b {7]/, 

MINISTRY OK FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

New Delhi, the 10th October, 2010 

SO. 2865.—In pursuance of Sub Rule 4 of 10 of the Official Language (use of Official purpose ..fiiic mu 
Rules, 1976 the Central Government hereby notifies the following office under the Central Board of ExcEe =v C usttn 
Department of Revenue, the 80% staff whereof have acquired the working knowledge of Hindi ; 

Office of the Commissioner of Central Excise, 

Pune-I 

41-A, ICE I louse, 

Sasoon Road, Opposite to Wadi a College 
Pune-411001 

| Pile No. i 10 id ! di-iiK-i iind 

___ MADI UJ Si 1ARMA. 1 Elector(( 

494T44T TsTTIT 3ft4 TTTcNTt 37 f^?R4T *737743 

(’3 T ?4)chii imd Tr^rFT) 

^TRTTPt 4HA7 ts^d 
4^ 'fTcTTl, 3 43 HR, 2010 


^T.TTT. 2866.—4T7414 47437 f444 1987 37 tWT 7 4 4f4 V H ( 1 ) 37 717? (73) 37 37^7774 4 4 Trm 4 47437 > 

l AK£l<l : 4fETjf4rf 37747 t i37 4T4 4 f^tr 7^ 41447(34) 4 441144 f374T *TWf373 44 t ; 

3T^4t 


37*7 

WffflH 4T4dl4 TfPWP ^ 

TTTrftrr Ttwn afhr 

■Ryfl'MA (4 7 T 7774 

#T 

TH^ST 3 ftr cf4 

frrfzt 

frtfai 

(D 

( 2 ) 

(3) 

i A ) 

1 . 

34^ 1342:2002 AH 44 

WT134 4. 3, 

30 fm-TMT 2010 


(f54T 

fHc1H7, 2010 


2. 

3TI^T1 5244:199 ! P-fy-f '441 44377 

773434 4. 4 , 

5 334 -t ; 2010 


^fa^-fafVlfe (T44 T fT4aT4) 

f4c1W(, 2010 


3, 

3TT£tS 10109:2002 44 313 7743- 

W144 4. 3 , 

] 5 43HT 2010 


3Mef*4 3^ eiT'-'-iTfTTf^ (Well 

f3c437, 2010 








H'U; 


'TO TDiTS ; ^>"1 20, 20l0/3*lfjfaf 29, I93i 
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,,, ^ nr^ rtf, *h* <m. 9 W w ^ kot. 4 fe#-nooo2. w ^ 

; timm. v*j, 44,wt wsi ^ ww,«^. *""• ’54**-’'P***- 7pT5ra ’* OT,R - 
v1 . w v^rr<, vm, ^ 'd ? -n firpqrcaigm 3 fast £3 ■snr^j 11 

/ :-; i>-77, 2010 

; Trq.i^!./^T 2:1 I 
Kf. ^ "^n. ‘ TT <-F 1 TJc? ’^3 ) 

MirNiiVllV C* CONSUMER AFFAIRS, FOOD AND PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION 
(Dep«> >. •■'*. of Consumer Affairs) 

(BUREAU OF INDIAN NEC :D * RDS) 

New Delhi, the 3rd November, 2010 

S.O, 2866.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (I) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rule <<«r * 
, 0 f Indian Standards hereby notifies that amendments to the Indian Standards, particu ars o « tc arc „ 
uxiviSc hereto annexed have been issued : 


SCHEDULE 


No. and year of the 
Indian Standards 


No. and year of 
the amendment 


( 2 ) 


(3) 


IS ! 342:2002 Oil pressure stoves— 

Specification (Sixth Revision) 

IS 5244:1991 Safe Deposit locker Cabinet- 
Specification (Second Revision) 

IS 10109 : 2002 Oil pressure stoves— 

Offset burner type - Specification (First Revision) 


Amendment No. 3 
September, 2010 

Amendment No. 4 
September. 2010 

Amendment No. 3 
September, 2010 


Date from which 
the amendment 
shall have effect 

(4) 

30 Scp?e:C •• •!'. *’ 0 * 

5 October ' .r 
!5 Novi mher. ■ 


,ine. 1 hiruvananthapuram. 

,„0 :3rd November. 2010 |Rcf: MfiO'C!-2:l| 

C K VEDA. Sc. “!■" & Head (Mechanical Engineering) 
^ 9 '1'^^", 2010 

w 31X 2M7 ^ W - J4 fw, .987 4 fw, 7 * ^-fwt, 

^ ^ t f-r. .M .IV-it tf f*» '71 * "IB feru Wfc* rp, , : 




cf^ftfucl cricoid ruadt (3ft) 41 




( 2 ) 


3074 ;2005- :t TR7 £3 


(3) 

3. 

3T^R, 2010 


cTFJ FH 

fetfa 

( 4 ) 

31 10 2010 
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____ |P.\K! II Si i . ii )| 

^ ^ 9 Wf, ^ ftwft-, ,0002. «*, wmf. 

mrt ' ’N. WI wsi *F#ro: WT^TR. ^ *_ 

wrjT. =mrjr. <*=-. ^ ™ ^ ^ ^ * 1 

tW=H : 9 NoHRaR, 2010 

I W? : T^R^ST loht 7 ! 
NT- NT? , NTTTfr^ * xrqpr' irg rfjp^ (Tpthhif ) 

New Delhi, the 9th November, 20!0 

the Schedule hereto annexed have been established on the date indicated against each : ‘ 

SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. 

( 1 ) 

I 


No. and Title of the 
Indian Standards (s) 


( 2 ) 


IS 3074:2005 Steel tubes for automotive 
Purposes-Specification (Second Revision) 


No. & year of 
the amendment 

(3) 

Amendment No. 3 
October. 2010 


Date from which 
the amendment 
shall ha\e effect 

< I) 

3 I October, 20!() 


.—». 

Date : 9 November, 2010 

|Ref: MU) [9 f-7| 
P. (/I IOSI I, Sc. “F' & I lead (Met Engg.) 

Tf 9 W{, 2010 

^ 1987 * ^ 7 

' ' s % ft; 313^ n TFt uro(grf) if witR TrqT.-fgpj ^ f , 


grr? 

wn 


mrlftm ’TRcfrq (*jf) 
WTT, 3th thhfot 


( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


THsNI 3TR 

(3) 


3#^ I01(*TFT 8/3TftPT 2):1990 
Ttmft, *lM‘ 3th 3r<tPh’ h? 

H4 3?h NiSfasT vift 8 
sfh 3TN ^rar ^ Nrt^n 
2 3t^R??ftR ■srnrt 
3?R 


TDTE-R ttisNT 1. 4 , 
fFMHT 2010 


WTfhcT 

frrfh 

(4) 

30 htfiHt 2010 


^ ^ ^ 110002. sWfr ■ t .P-;i->n. 

^ W ^ h tg 3^ f I 1 

: ^hN.si 20/3tT^t 101 (NTT 2/^7FT 2 ) | 
t- TO ^4 , NotiH'* ' TRr ’ tt^-' (tltFR ) 




l*nn u—3(ii)] 


■rfTRt TRT? : 20, 201O/'+dR'T 29, 1932 
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New Delhi, the 9th November, 2010 

S O 2868.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules. 1987. the 
Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that amendments to the Indian Standards, particulars of which at c git ut in k 
S chedule hereto annexed have been issued : 

SCHEDULE 


SI 

No. 

No. and year of the 

Indian Standards 

No. and year of 
the amendment 

(D 

(2) 

(3) _ 

1 

IS 101 (Part 8/Sec 2): 1990 

Amendment No. 4 


Methods of Sampling and 

September, 2010 


Test for Paints, Varnishes and 

Related Products Part 8 Test 
for Pigments and other Solids 

Section 2 Pigments, Non-Volatile 
and Non-Volatile Matter 



Date from which 
the amendment 
shall have cited 

( 4 ) 

30 September. 2010 


Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau ot Indian Manaarm. .vwuu,k —. 

Zafar Marg New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi. Kolkata Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch 
Offices: Ahmedabad, Bangalore. Bhopal, Bhubnaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahatt. Hyderabad. Jaiptn. Ranpm, agpui. 
Patna, Pune, Thiruvananthapuram. 


| Ref: CHD20/IS 101 (Part 8 See. 2)| 
U. Dl-VLNDAR, Scientist ‘1 ;, & I lead (Chemical) 


^TT^T 

^f^rft, 18 2010 

2869-3*7=0 TO * (Wh A few) H57 ( 1957 371 20) (M TO* 57737 TOO W 

rllfte 13 fa7037, 2006 3) to 3 ; tdor, 3PHI, 7* 3, UWS (II) tfftra 25 IWSR, 2006 n HR * W 

stftRTtRi T, 3t3fpr Tf-tfiSmsjfh 3 ^ 1 ^ 31^3737 afro (f*t ?* 1 ** 033 s , 733 

A 373* 7773717 371 35 7701313 3311137 3* 3>'M'hl<-S7T M&S, fmfel (f* WO 57737 TOO 

3751 rrai t) ^ ftwof 3tk wit 3*, ftp* 373 * toot w ftfoa srfrttm 37731 of* tto#, to * ten 

t ; 

313- 373 3*3* 7773777. 3*00 TO * 0*3 ^ f*7W7) *#730, 1957 * ™ 11 * ) iWTO 

2006 7* 373* 7773717 bf ?3 7737IT fof* * 7* 37t 3313, ftctfefiatl f3*3f 3^ « 35*3 7W ^tl, 333 TOTO TORI 

tf ft%cT Ft s . o n „ 

(1) ^TOI«TOTft,^3lfrt*>I^^^^3tt*W3RtJlfe^*TT,^,-3TOTft 3717 WOST 031 33 
3133 fhTTf Olf 7701 *131 3*t 9-r* 71T3TI7 371 'tiu'jfd 9,011 ; 

(2) 333 31737# ^ Y' 

O' 3003 77# 333, 333 7773777* 3703* TO 377# * W* WI, W 0307 ftf* 333 v* 3 3T OT 37 37 *13770 



___FHE GAZETTE OF INDIA : NOVEMBER20, 2010/K.ARTIKA29, i933 S; . . (lj 

^ ^ ^ ■Znmfalfi, ^ 3T^T 3TTW WR, WV. “RR '-ft, T*i rpvxrr.u , T u. 

(3) TRtT S<«biO ^Ht, W&W :m 3^ ^ ^ fontf 3TR RqR RT RRR R. ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ if, rt^Or trrtr 3Ttr ri trt rfwItrt cft rt oRtt f'f,-,n era ; m, 

t TR'v if’ arraTRR? ft ; 

(4) TRrT TRRTR* Tfrrt R7t, R^-fa ■% Vfi Srjqfcpr ^ f*RT, 3RR ^ RlT - iT f SR7|7 f^T VHI -r, ArF 

tt} Rft ?if^r wf Fmt; afr? 

(5 ) TRR W«*k 1 Ww'il, ^ WfFT RF T 10 T -7T ^ trrtr ^rt, rtr RH# 3T1'^R v t; FI. TRR r <]fi.; r; h]W- ! rr: ■:> 

f^t ^(0. RT Rif jfiTtr vfTFH qFRTft | 

(R>! T, 43015/ ! >2 (HD 01 -rv ,;;.• •: rr : 

T ; T Ri. t-i4v:v 


■MINISTRY OF COAL 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the I8ih November, 20!0 

, 3N', u 2869 ;'“ WhCa ' aS ' ° n lhc pubiicaiisn of lhe notification of the Government of India in vti„,,, n of ( -, 

number S.O.J821 dated the 13th September, 2006 in the Gazette of India, Part II. Section 3. Sub-Scaiomu t Z- 'd n. 

7^ !h U * d “T* s “ b ‘ se f ,i0n ( ' 5 0f SeC,ion 9 0f ,he Coal Bearing Area, tAcMoifi,i„„ and Dm eh,;.m,:i,Fv 
1 907 (20 of 1957) (hereinafter refenred to as the said Act) the land and rights in or over such land as dr-n ik-d ft, i'v - c, . a 

appended to the said notification (hereinafter referred to as the said land) vested absolute's ,„ ; I K . Dmnii CN N 2 F 
trom all encumbrances under sub-section (1) of Section ] 0 of the said Act; 

And Whereas, the Central Government is satisfied that the Northern Coalfields Limned Sin-.,ii .„ 

' C Tc 10 “ 16 Goveramcm com P an y) is willing to comply with such terms and conditions us the < , ,| 

thinks fit to impose in this behalf; . 

Now, therefore, in exercise, of the powers conferred by sub-section (I) of Section li v 

(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957. the Central Government hereby directs that the-air! bmd';.„.V, ,.',4 22 2 
such land so vested shall, with effect front the 23rd September, 2006, instead ofvoMmam, to „22222223' 
Government, shall vest in the said Government company, subject to the following terms and conditions. . 

(I) The said Government Company shall reimburse the Central Government all payments made „ 


s made o 

it! id \c.! ; 

i Lf 

'pm; 

: the amoi 

tiMs 

pax a 

expeiiolu 

mV 1 

iunr 

be home 

hv 

the s 

S life tp.pt 

;a!s. 

. i r, 

Hie said < 

nw t 

.’mm 


. -' .. v -CM vtotettmuu unuer conditions (!), and all cxnei.uiu.rc incurre 

m connection with any such tribunal and persons appointed to assist the tribunal shall be home h-, ibe k!ii< 
Government company and similarly, all expenditure incurred in respect of legal proceedings liK- v o, ,u . u ’♦ *. 

or m connection with the rights in or over the said land so vested shall also be borne h^Uv\-ud\lZmv^v 
company ; J ' 

(3) The said Government company shall indemnify the Central Government or its officials auainst , n> , iihc . 
expenditure that may be necessary in connection with any proceedings bv or amnnst the r.‘>u r T c ; t -.* t -i, n . .< 
its officials regarding the rights in or over the said land so vested ; 

(4) The said Government company shall have no power to transfer the said land and the rmhts 10 a-n t >««.. - 

without the prior approval ofthe Central Government; and 

(5) The said Government Company shall abide by such directions and conditions as mav be givm or imposed |. 4, 

Central Government for particular areas ofthe said land as and when necessary. ' " 

|F. No. 43015 I 200.3-i’KFV-i | 
S C'. miAI'IA, Diivcior 


• n*i • 


i * 




■qpi u-T3*z 3(ii)J 


qifcf 77 TM47 : 20, 2010/^lR^ 29_, 1032 
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3TT^9T 

M 18 W^R, 2010 

^ Tft ^ n „ t ,, *> *** 3k ^ «. , * ^ ^ * wm .*^ ^ ■"* ■ ^ ^ 

' T ' ^'!_ ^TOnr.-^rai *m* sfct (ar*t Af^m) saW**. 1957 ®*n ( J ; 

fS ^ ttSZ JS ^V1S3 2^K£5JKi «^ i * - '*■* 

7Y»FT 7 fhfrtf FI ^mrn ; 3T*tf^ :- , „ v . 

TKfl fe, T Hf TT^H FTFI^ft’ ^ ^TCTTR ^1 yRi^^ft; 

' 75 2 ^™ W fta#«*«■« ^ ^^7^!*" 

Tfgftj V 3717V^'^ FT *&# <5^; . 

., , ,,, Wt .„«.*, *t*R 4 P -!-w 95 *"■ -n & ** ,!<,,,- ftaft ,w; «*. - ^ 

77 Tfe 7FT mi; ^ . iV v 

^ %7 fcg 7fT7 71 3rf7TTf7F 7$ ^TR, 7T7R TT^ft I c_ 

[77. 7. 43015/12/2009 -^mms^i. 1 ! 

TT73, m TffcTTT, fTFTTTT 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 18thNovember, 2010 

SO, 2870.—Whereas, on the publication of the notification.of the April, 

"OKO— 

t 1o a n^t C r eTn^r r e^ ed a » aT.he said ^nd) v cstcd abs o,u t eK. In ,hc C:cn lr a, C 5 ove mm en, t Vc,- 
I'rom all encumbrances under sub-section (1) of Section 10 of the said , ... ... 

referred toas'uwO^inMweirtCMipaf^te'^Htogufwrop^witti^i^^^sw^^*^^^'^ 1 *^ Ccnln»| , Ocw<wl wn i 

thinks fit to impose in this behalf ; . 

' NOW, therefore, in excise of the power conferred by 

(Acqusitionand Development) Act, 1957, the^O^Tinste^l of continuing to so vest in the Central Government. 
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_ _ __ |Pari II Si r. 3(ii)j 

-.—- 

A Tribunal shall be constituted under Section 14 of the said Art fnr th* . . 

payable to the Central Government bv the CnvemmAnt r , ’ for the purpose of determining the amounts 

connection with any such tribZandp™™tZT?t ^ “l" C ° nditi ° n 0X and aN ex P e " diture —ed in 
and Similarly, all expenditure incurred ^resnee.T, t 1 tn , bUnal Sha " be b °™ by thc Company 

.. £ m & 'ssarsiss—*'«-»-—- -... 

-he rights in or overThe said land t veLd? ? ^ ** M 0 ""—« 0r its regarding 

without the a P n7 r t0 ‘ ranSfer ^ a " d «° a "> -her person 

Centra, ^ ^ “ **- ^ 

No. 43015/12 2009-PRI W-l | 

-------_ S. C. HI IAII A. Director 

3fft VI«J»frW> % WRI 

^ fenl, 12 2010 

*« ESSESSP CCT 

V. ''ft-2501l/|/2009-3JPjft| 

45. f?Tp, 35T7 2Tf%oT 

ministry of petroleum and natural gas 
CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 12th November, 2010 

Authority ,.e„ “Shri KHshnamudhy"^™' 2 °' °' "’ C ™ mC ° l '' hc Com ' H; ' cn ' 

|l ; . No. P-25011/1 2009-Sup. | 

J K. SINGH. Under Secy. 

^ 18 04MC 2010 

* 1 T*y ^11 ^ ** ^ ^ 


___ 3TT H^ 

s^fsRT 37T 3ft? M ~~ 

_ (J) 

2ft ^7. t^4MKf9U, 

W 37T^T , 

(?P J 44I ) Fif^TTT : 

3 Trfclft^fekt 4? 


3Tf^tR'm sht 
__( 2 ) 

cR'TfdoFiT TT74 


1 ??’. TT^T 1401 4/29/09 Ztff.’qr. f 

43. 43. Trqi, 3 t^t rrrgot 


nil *1 


II 



[W\ II— 7g^3(ii)] 


■^KcT 20, 2010/^Flfe 29, 1932 


7895 


New Delhi, the 18th November, 2010 

S O 2872 -Whereas in pursuance of clause (a) of Section 2 ofthc Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition 
by the said M/s GAIL (India) Limited in the area mentioned in column (-) oftlK said 


Name and Addres s of the person 

ShriN, Suryanarayan, 

Assistant Commissioner, 

On deputation basis to 
M/s. GAIL (India) Limited, 
Bengaluru _ 


Area of Jurisdiction 

Whole Slate of Karnataka 


[F. No. L-14014/29/09-G! 1 


K. K. SI I ARM A. Under Secy. 


15 2010 

^3^ 2873 TR37R ^ ffcl 3 ^ WlrT ^TcTT ^ f^T W *T3t V ^ ^ 

^rer q q -d.mr«H 

%% T& WW ^ „ . * _ ~ v TO 

50) qd «nn 3 ^-w-twi ( 1) OTMPW^ ^ ^ ^ ™ 


3TT7Tn O M|tt u ll <n<tfl K; , ^ _ .. „„ —, — 

^ ^ trr, fit ^ <-29. *m-6. W^24507, « ***- ^ ^ ^ ^ 







: fSRTR 


: ?1v-n u fT 

_._ - 

Tfl^ ^7[ 1IH 


^wrcT^f 

isIfKl/P+xrTl 


yw; 



Wit 

wsm 




■oi hir 

(O 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

1. dWlft TT^Tt 

82 

2 

20 

00 

00 

50 



50 

24 

00 

01 

77 

2. Hi 3 TPTTH 

88 

2 

18 

00 

(X) 

75 



25 

25/1 

00 

01 

51 




25/2 

00 

03 

28 




25/3/1 

00 

(X) 

50 




25/3/2 

00 

01 

01 

nAn Zi TfO j t‘T 

-- 




[rtt. u 

3FR- 31015/41 ■■- 



TT t Tfl'pfF-l, 3FT( 


4322 Gl/10—2 
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iP ari II Sir. 3(ii)| 


New Delhi, the 15th November, 2010 


transportation of Pe'trolTumHproduas from R™ C ^. Cm ~ U ** " in the public imercs, ,ha, for the 

implementation of “GGSR Pmduc E Zta r r ! T' ° fPunjab '° Bahadur S arh ia the State oillarvana for 
Hindustan Raman Mandi to Bahadurgarh". should be laid by the 

to ‘ hat ^ W0S ° ° f ' ayi " g thC Mld " is "eccssary 

Schedule annexed to this notification; 6 **' P ' Pe me ' S proposcd ,0 he laid, and which is described in the 

Pipelines' 1IP**” 3 '**' ^ “ 

to acquire the Right of User therein- ’ ’ e Central Government hereby declares its intention 

which ^ttLtn s (,Vo c fttL n ?ofr h ' n r ,y - onc days ,rom ,hc ^ ■" 

o o nh^;v e r h n ™^ e d a e n” e a u e n r p, a ^a d bl i-^ j ^ in quisi tion e r f 'the^ u 1 ;": h;;” ;:;::rs 

^OuruGobindSin^^^ 


SCHEDULE 


Tehsil: Namaund 


District: 

Hisar 


State : 1lai 

ryana 

Name of Village 

Hadbast 

Mustatil 

Khasra/ 


A res 

--■■■ - —• 


No. 

No. 

KillaNo. 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Metre 

0) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

50 

1. LoharjRagho 

82 

2 

20 

00 

a) 



50 

24 

00 

01 

77 

2. Moth Rangran 

88 

2 

18 

00 

00 

75 



25 

25/1 

00 

01 

51 




25/2 

00 

03 

28 




25/3/1 

00 

00 

50 




25/3/2 

00 

01 

0] 


[E No. R-31015/41 '2009-OR-ll j 


^ fTcnl, 15 2010 

' 2^ 'tS * ^ ^ *" WIW srfpjro,. ■ 

^ ^ ? *** *"* ' q WI tor ^ *, *, wtht * 3 ^ ^ 

„ f* ^ ^ (^ ■* w*>t * *T«tcr *, **, |%2 ( 
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'Tt ^ T5PR 3T3^t 4 3 fStTO $, "31T cTTTte faTRTf W ^ TRHR 3 W ^7T 

3TfKRJ^TT ^ TTf^f T7TWT ^HcfT ^ ^TcT*T *RI ^ ^ f, ^ ^ TTT4‘ 7#T ^ 3TfW3 ^FTT 3T#T ^T 

<£ ^ M T ^Mcil^T f«n^ ^ TR*1 ^ 1W, (Ffr’TFTT), ^PlRVH fafats, ^ t% tWT^Rt 

3c«IT^ -pTBSU^T*! -^ft^iyaFn, ^.-29, ^e^-6, -TO5?»I«-124 507, ^1 M/sET^R H Shaft *Rf TT^TT I 




dg^ld 


fsm : fgTTR 


TFR : ?fWl 


ufd itH 

#n 

737TTT/ftwn 

TT75ST TO7T 


T^TT 

44HR7 . 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) (4) 

/ 5) 

(6) 

(7) 

1. ^«S«U 

61 

65 10 

00 

02 

78 


[m 77. 3TTT-31015/10/2009-3Tt3TR -11 } 


TT. 'Itf^nol , 3R7 77fR3 


New Delhi, the 15th November, 2010 


S.O. 2874._Whereas, it appears to the Central Government, that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 

transportation of Petroleum Products from Raman Mandi in the State of Punjab to Bahadurgarh in the State ofllaryana for 
implementation of “GGSR Products Evacuation Project pipeline from Raman Mandi to Bahadurgarh”, should be laid by the 
Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited ; 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying the said pipeline, it is necessary 
to acquire the Right of User in the land under which the said pipeline is proposed to be laid, and which is desorbed m the 
Schedule annexed to this notification ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section j of the Petroleum and Mm-... ai> 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intern i >n 
to acquire the Right of User therein ; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said schedule may, within twenty one days from the dale on 
which the copies of this notification issued under sub-section (1) of Section 3 ot the said Act, as published in the Gazette 
of India, are made available to the general public, object in writing to the acquisition of the Right of User thciein or laying 
of the pipeline under the land, to Shri Prahlad Singh, Competent Authority (Hary ana), H industan Petroleum Corporation 
Limited, Gum Gobind Singh Refinery Product Evacuation Project, SCF No. - 29, Sector - 6 Market, Bahadurgarh - 124 507, 
I laryana. 

SCHEDULE 



Tehsil: Hansi 


District: 

Hisar 

State : 1lary 

ana 


Name of Village 

Had bast 

Mustatil 

Khasra/ 


Area 




No. 

No. 

KillaNo. 

1lectare 

Are 

Square 








Metre 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 


1. Badchhapar 

61 

65 

10 

00 

02 

78 


[F. No. R-31015/10/2009-OR-l I j 
A. GOSWAMI, Under Secy. 


15 2010 

CST.3TT. 2875.— dUfgd 3 W 37Mi wfa gftT $ % TfR 3 VR *TSt 77 ^I 'n i 71^4 f f 

^T5WS TO, to * ^ 5TO ‘^ ^ MR ftwril’lfwmi' 

^ TRqftpET TT^T 4T?W fatSJ i RTffTi ; 
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RRFR ‘33RT •qTfReTlFr fasift ^ ^ ftlR *TF 3fMW* 3Rflcf $ fa TO 3, TJrt fR 

3T ^^' 1j ^ ^ *T t 3fk ftnsrf WIHI5H fTOIR ^ *FT VRR i, TOfr <ft 3TfiT^R TFT 3T*fa f^RT ; 


3TcT: 3PI, ^Tf 7TO*, m WW (^ 3 Wl TF 3?fTO7 ^T 3F3N) 3Tf%Tf^R, 1962 (1962 

^ 50) Ttf «TRT 3 ^ TO*TRI ( 1 ) SRTU^T Tlfapff TFT TRTPl W p, TO ijfr 3 TOPT <£ 3rfa*>R TFT 3T#T ^ <F 

vstm ^ rtto t; 


Pt wrfw, oft TO 3T^ 3 ^fSm tjfq 3 IfcTO £, ^ <mng 3 fron to tf ttto 4 w 
^t srfcrtrf rttot ofr ^rr ^T ^rmt ff^r ^ to: toi totPt c£ srfTOT ^ 3^ ^ ^ 1 

^ ^ V TR«T P ST M f&S, (tfRJFTT), fF^RTH ft^TR TOf^H ^ iftf^ 1% 

H [j *H«i RfrsibRT, RR # R9T R.-29, $S£T-6, S3r$R|qM24 507, ifWNII <?ft fdRsJd STTtfttT ^lol Ml I 


fls«l<n : TOURI f5RH:frHR TFai : Kfwmi 


^ P4 TR 

FT4RT 

WTT 

gSTftef 

wn 

tsUWf=Fdl 

TRs^TT 

r<^R 

THR 

cpWUx 

(I) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

( 7 ) 

1. 4TO 

65 

196 

4 

00 

00 

15 



476 

10/2 

00 

05 

31 



630 

10 

00 

06 

83 




11 

00 

07 

33 




12 

00 

13 

91 




13 

00 

03 

03 




18 

00 

06 

32 




19 

00 

00 

15 

2 . 

126 

11 

8 

00 

00 

50 




9/1 

00 

00 

15 

3. TO ^TTTF^ 

125 

38 

23 

00 

03 

29 

. ITOf 

19 

53 

20 

00 

00 

25 



78 

4/1/2 

00 

07 

34 



99 

21 

00 

01 

01 

5. RTS' 


8 

3 

00 

03 

03 




7/1 

00 

01 

51 



9 

21 

(X) 

02 

02 



75 

7 

00 

01 

76 

6. RHT 

16 

134 

20 

00 

00 

25 

[RR. Tf. 3TR-3 101 5/16/2009-3TT3TR - [[ j 
p. rtorI, stcr 

New Delhi, the 15th November, 2010 

;';73.—Whereas, it appears to the Central Government, that it is necessary in the public interest that Tor the 
i- * n .-■: PctroNum Products from Raman Mandi in the State of Punjab to Bahadurgarh ‘in the State of I laryana for 


I**' 
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implementation of“GGSR Products Evacuation Project pipeline from Raman Mandi to Bahadurgarh", should be laid by the 
Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited ; 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying the said pipeline, it is necessary 
to acquire the Right of User in the land under which the said pipeline is proposed to be laid, and which is described in the 
Schedule annexed to this notification ; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section ( I ) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act. 1962 (50 of 1962), theCentral Government hereby declares its intention 
to acquire the Right of User therein ; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said schedule may, within twenty one days from the date on 
which the copies of this notification issued under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the said Act, as published m the Gazette 
of India, are made available to the general public, object in writing to the acquisition of the Right ot User therein 01 laying 
of the pipeline under the land, to Shri Prahlad Singh, Competent Authority (Haryana), Hindustan Petroleum Corporation 
Limited Guru Gobind Singh Refinery Product Evacuation Project, SCF No. - 29, Sector - 6 Market, Bahadurgarh - 124507. 

Haryana. 

SCHEDULE 


Tehsil: Barwala 


District: 

Hisar 



State : Haryana 

Name of Village 

Hadbast 

Mustatil 

Khasra/ 



Area 


No. 

No. 

KillaNo. 


Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Metre 

0) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 


(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

1 Pabra 

65 

196 

4 


00 

00 

25 



476 

10/2 


00 

05 

31 



630 

10 


00 

06 

83 




11 


00 

07 

33 




12 


00 

13 

91 




13 


00 

03 

03 




18 


00 

06 

32 




19 


00 

00 

15 

2. Iserheri 

126 

11 

8 


00 

00 

50 




9/1 


00 

00 

25 

3. Bhaini Badshahpur 

125 

38 

23 


oo 

03 

29 

4. Badhawar 

19 

53 

20 


00 

00 

15 



78 

4/1/2 


00 

07 

34 



99 

21 


a> 

01 

01 

5. Dhad 


8 

3 


00 

03 

03 




7/1 


00 

01 

51 



9 

21 


00 

02 

02 



75 

7 


a) 

01 

76 

6. Biyana Khera 

16 

134 

20 

__ 

00 

00 

15 

1 S 


A. GOSWAM1, Under Sccy. 
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W.3TT. 2876.—3^ 3^R1 W7 3W* (^^frl STtV^TTT ^TfVTJF^) STf^lWT, 1962 ( 1962 R 50) R W5 
2^™ W ^ 3T 3^ ^ ^ ^T3 TTcT^m TT33. «ft. feu (77«T-fef?RHR OTfa>7T7, f^n 

, h5ki^ 3R«hk ^ 31^7 TThrr "R’ ffe*^Kiii ehT^T^H tVifnis (p-d tjhIij^) ttr ^ i chm/ tTr ^ i ^ 

^ ^ ^ 1,1 M'X'I I ^ ^ 37fafW7 ^ (TFfl 77W UTf^m ^ 3^ 3 ^73 wf fiRTFR ^ f^rr 

yrf^cT ^v3?ft i? I 


[TT333TI3 -3 1015/6/2004 37137R j 1 \ 
T TTFTTRl, 3333 3if^3 

New Delhi, the 19th November, 2010 

S.O. 2876, In pursuance of clause (a) of section 2 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 
of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), theCentral Government hereby authorizes Shri S. B. Dubcy, Deputy District Collector 
(Sub Divisional Officer, Mangaon, Dist. Raighad), Government of Maharashtra on deputation (o Hindustan Petroleum 
Corporation Ltd. (HPCL) to perform the functions of Competent Authority for HPCL’s Uran-Chakan/Shikrapur! ,PG Pipeline 
Project under the said Act, within the Territory of Maharashtra. 


[KNo. R-31015/6/2004-OK-i 1J 
A. GOSWAML Under Secy 

19 W*73, 2010 

^r.3TT, 2877.—3fl3 3#R TTT9 (^WTET <sTf*T3313 3TfVfl^t) 37ffTfWT, 1962 (1962 ^ 50) 37 7^g 

2 m3i 0?>) i i ct«3t *m w^jk ^rt^m 33 k spfffar ^ kw *7 wt 7 - 9-2009 ^ 37 fa 3 ^Ri w&i 

037331 2306 (1?) ^ fTORT 3R93R TJfT^Kl 33T?fro a'Isp, Aifd«NtA(«s1i<H ( 7 M L MI , 5), TT^fa 3R*7HT <33 f^rff 

373^03 3T^k? TT^ftTpfl' sfa, «1 h! k tTF^TTH 'TjIt^FTR 3707^713 (Vi fa is (U3MlTHUR) tn74)q1iicd 

'm* ^ 3FT ^l^vn#-il^O«=hcii 7RRT?3 W7 ^ fVP 3 STfalWT i clfcT, 37 ^ ^tfsqf i 37127 - 77797 , 

'STfv^rff ^ ftujKH 373 V i %tr yifa^r ■^reft t i 


[R7. 37.3713 3 1 01 5/6/2004 - 37T3317 11 j 


TT. 0l34IHt, 3333 3#Rt 


New Delhi, the 19th November, 2010 

S.O. 2877.—In pursuance ofclause (a) of section 2 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 
ot User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) and in supersession of Notification of the Government of India in Ministry of 
Petroleum & Natural Gas No. S.O. 2306(E) dated 7-9-2009, the Central Government hereby authorizes Shri Ashish Mohan. 
DANICS/SDM (Najafgarh), Government ofNCT of Delhi to perform the functions of Competent Authority for Hahadurgarh- 
Tikrikalan spurlines as a part of MDPL product pipeline of Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited, in addition to his own 
duties, under the said Act, within the territory ofNCT Delhi. 


IK. No. R-31015/6/2004-OR-] 1 j 
A. GOSWAML Under Secv. 




[*lPTI[-^g*S3(ii)] : TOTO 20,2010/5flffa> 29, 1932 __ 7901 

12 W=F,2010 

^T. 3TT. 2878.— jp^jr ^ rttofSd ^ Z& 3M9TO TO? TO 1 fa) dTOfTf $ TOd4t #> TO 

TOro^TOR-TO? WIrtT?4 % TOm CcfTeZ % &T % fafTO fTO $ TOfaTO? Rcfi %T % <tTOh 

% TO'TO RrtifanfTO sztrtof fafTO 

TO, TOT WR cfit ^RT <WM?Z faTO % TOh % TO W TOSRfi TO TO % fa? FT ^ 4, faTO TO 

33R Wfl teli TO «f>T TOR !f^?1 TOpJRTT % FTOg 3TRJ# *T #fa %, M % TOrTTF ^T 
3?TO ITOl 4R; 

3TOT3, TO, W W, TOTO TO TOftT qWTF (*# *f TOR % 3ftelT ^T TO?) TOrfTO, 196 2 
(1962 ^T 50) 4r TO 3 3 T! FTTO (1) TO TOTO 4>T TOR TOgq;, TFT 7RR 3? TOfiF ^T TO? 
TO % TO TOR 4? TOiT TO? %; 


TO TOr, 7Tt FR 'tffjRT H #R ^ 4 ftoTO, FT RFFf % faTO FFT TOTO 44 TO 3 4? FTTO (1) 

% TOt TO <§ gf 3rf%ro grr TOtt tottr? tot? ^r fttoi to *t tot % TOR TO £ tor 'R4 % 
4% TOW? fa?5T# TO £ TO TORT 3> TOfiR £ TO? % TO 4 4TO. R5T4 TOTO, 

fTOTOTO faffe, 4. 89, IT. TOI^H *TO. *TOt 4TO, toj7, ^ " 600004, rffTOrf 

TOT 34 fafTO TO 4 TOR TO TOT I 


dl*J35 sM 

fart! sfaw^'4 

TO 2 'dfart4T| 




TO-TO^fad TO 

4R 45T TO 

flfTO/TRfaTOTO' 

# 

TO to 

5FT 




TO 

fa TO 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

>) £4) TO 

189 

00 

50 

57 

171 

00 

08 

54 

174 

00 

58 

45 

84/2* 

00 

07 

08 

84/2* 

00 

17 

91 

84/2q 

00 

00 

10 

84/2* 

00 

09 

75 

84/2? 

00 

04 

31 

84/3 

00 

04 

06 

175/2 

00 

00 

74 

84/Ip 

00 

14 

53 

84/4rr 

00 

25 

48 

84/6 

00 

02 

10 

84/7 

00 

02 

39 

84/8 

00 

02 

20 

84/9 

00 

02 

38 

8 6/1 

00 

02 

30 

84/10 

00 

04 

81 

84/11 

00 

03 

32 

84/12 

00 

04 

26 
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1 

~ 1 2 

n— 

n— 

5 1 

0 fl&Rttt) 

84/13 

00 

04 

gj-v 


85/5 

00 

12 
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01 
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85/3 
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06 

52 
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90/2# 
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90/4 

00 

02 

50 


90/1w 

00 

00 

23 


90/I^TT 

00 

00 

31 


90/Iitw 

00 

00 

33 


90/3gr 

00 

07 

01 


90/3q 

00 

02 

23 


90/3# 

00 

05 

23 


90/3£ 

00 

01 

16 
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91/7 
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07 
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80/1 

00 

17 

99 


180/8 

00 

08 

00 


180/7 

00 

17 

95 


180/5 

00 

07 
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180/6 

00 

22 

58 


1 80/4^r 

00 

05 

39 


81/2 

00 

01 

07 


81/1 

00 

12 

04 


182 

00 

18 

26 


188/4^r 

00 

06 

91 


188/71? 

00 

03 

87 


188/7 W 

00 

08 

39 


188/7# 

00 

01 

63 
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00 

13 

55 
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00 

05 

68 
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00 

08 

66 


iifi » 
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60 

355/5 

00 

01 
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04 
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08 

70 

48 7/4 

00 

05 

60 

486/3 

00 

02 

73 

486/2 

00 

00 

48 

48 6/4 

00 

10 

36 

48 l/1%r 

00 

36 

31 

481/lHT 

00 

10 

45 

485/7 

00 

01 

85 

485/8 

00 

31 

30 

482/1 

00 

42 

09 

455/2? 

00 

08 

42 
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00 

08 

80 
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00 

23 

73 
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13 
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00 
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04 
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00 

03 
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00 
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00 
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30 
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00 

05 

2 0 
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00 

49 
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00 

03 

04 
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50 

31/Itt 
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10 

88 

31/1% 

00 
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38 

31/2TT 
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00 

81 
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00 

14 

0 6 

73/9d 

00 
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1 77 

73/9% 

00 
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55 

73/9% 

00 

01 

84 
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00 

02 

51 

73/9? 
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00 

02 

60 
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03 
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01 
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73/8tM 

00 

08 

57 

73/73 

00 

01 

7' o 

73/7n^ 

0 0 

00 

77 

70 

00 

65 

53 

74/5% 

00 

00 

2 1 

71/8 

00 

00 

10 

396/1 

00 

2 7 

4 6 

397/1 

00 

00 

10 

397/2 

00 

03 

98 

396/2ir 

00 

00 

2 2 

3S0 

00 

47 

2 8 

392/4U 

00 

0 2 

58 

392/1% 

00 

10 

9 6 

392/1? 

00 

0 7 

6 6 

392/3% 

00 

00 

38 

39 2/3? 

00 

04 

92 

392/2% 

00 

0 9 

80 





7905 


I ■‘TPT H-7-r - j! ii)] 
— —J 

2) Idry (Vtf) (ft## 


'*7TCXT gn wr? : W3TC 20. 2010/^fe 29, 1932 


2 

- j-j- 

n—f 

5 

392/2# 

00 

01 

—&T 

392/2x2 

00 

01 

27 

393/45 

00 

10 

71 

393/4* 

00 

08 

27 

393/3# 

00 

00 

10 

36/6u1 

00 

09 

17 

36/5$ 

00 

11 

51 

3 6/5# 

00 

07 

36 

36/5# 

00 

03 

54 

38/3* 

00 

00 

14 

38/3xi 

CO 

06 

62 

38/3# 

00 

Ou 

47 

38/3# 

00 

04 

80 

36/1 

00 

02 

28 

38/2 

00 

09 

95 

38/1 

00 

00 

75 

38/65 

00 

02 

21 

38/55 

00 

07 

75 

38/5# 

00 

01 

63 

38/5* 

00 

08 

19 

37/3* 

00 

00 

10 

37/4* 

00 

17 

28 

53 

00 

71 

1 / 

52/13TT^ 

00 

07 

7 2 

52/25 

00 

01 

02 

52/2* 

00 

03 

x 

51/2 

00 

18 

91 

51/lxr 

00 

03 

04 

51/1# 

00 

16 

64 

398/3 

00 

10 

52 

398/5* 

00 

03 

95 

398/5# 

00 

00 

14 

398/5xrg 

00 

10 

37 

398/6* 

00 

32 

94 

2 73/1 

00 

17 

45 

#£ 51. 401 q TT^IT 

00 

07 

77 

40 6/4 

00 

33 

56 

40 6/3xt4 

00 

09 

59 

40 6/3# 1 

00 

01 

27 

40 6/3xi3 

00 

12 

18 

40 6/3u 2 

00 

01 

52 

40 6/3*1 

00 

16 

77 

40 6/3# 2 

00 

05 

43 

406/2# 

00 

00 

10 

405 

00 

41 

37 

404/2 

00 

02 

28 

404/3 

00 

02 

00 








7906 THE GAZE IT! ■OK 


1 

2) (#r) (ftw) 

3 ) ZWgTTPT 


01A : NOVEMBER20, 2010/KARTIKA29. 1932 


j Part I! 

Sa\ 3(ii)| 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

404/4 

00 

02 

32 

211 /1*2 

00 

16 

49 

212/3 

00 

26 

29 

2 14/6 

00 

11 

0 7 

214/3 

00 

16 

68 

214/1 

00 

05 

18 

214/2#2 

00 

08 

58 

2i4/2#3 

00 

08 

57 

2 14/2 #4 

00 

11 

52 

215/1*3 

00 

03 

06 

2 15/1#2 

00 

00 

48 

2 15/1#4 

00 

05 

17 

215/1#1 

00 

03 

64 

2 15/3# 

00 

12 

04 

215/ 2#1 

00 

00 

13 

2 15/2*7317 

00 

09 

87 

215/2*73# 

00 

01 

94 

3 # w 215/2*r2 4 WIT 

00 

05 

99 

232 

00 

00 

10 

215/3 

00 

03 

67 

216/1# 

00 

00 

21 

2 1 6/I17IT7 

00 

07 

51 

2 1 6/ Ini# 

00 

20 

15 

217/8 

00 

01 

05 

n. 217/1 if WIT 

00 

05 

50 

217/7 

00 

00 

67 

217/38 

00 

05 

00 

2 17/39 

00 

05 

55 

217/40 

00 

05 

96 

2 1 7/41 

00 

04 

15 

2 17/5 

00 

02 

32 

2 1 7/3 

00 

29 

14 

91/2 

00 

00 

28 

91/1 

00 

25 

14 

91/4 

00 

14 

93 

90 

00 

03 

01 

89/9*7 

00 

12 

31 

91/6 

00 

00 

81 

215/2*t1/# 

00 

00 

11 

89/8*7 

00 

00 

10 

89/9# 

00 

10 

21 

8 9/8# 

00 

08 

08 





7907 


[^17] n—7sTT5 3(jj)] < RTTcT^T7T^m : 20, 2010/^ila^ 29, 1932 


1 


3 

4 

5 

3) (fc#r) 

89/7 

00 

00 

10 


89/1 

00 

01 

24 


88/1 

00 

04 

54 


88/2 

00 

19 

04 


88/3 

00 

00 

60 


87/4 

00 

14 

22 


96 

01 

52 

43 


81/3# 

00 

00 

88 


81/4# 

00 

04 

60 


81/6 

00 

02 

31 


81/5i7 

00 

19 

11 


81/5# 

00 

31 

42 


80/1 

00 

12 

36 


79/2 

00 

17 

85 


79/m 

00 

00 

46 


79/21 

00 

00 

10 


79/1# 

00 

23 

55 


79/1# 

00 

05 

87 

r~...^T""" - 

p. 







■HU 

1 ) 

83/2it 

00 

07 

76 


83/2# 

00 

07 

74 


83/1 

00 

08 

45 


83/8 

00 

09 

96 


83/10 

00 

12 

52 


T$ 83/3#1 4 TIM 

00 

02 

85 


83/3#2it 

00 

08 

95 


83/3#2# 

00 

09 

20 


83/4u 

00 

09 

21 


83/13 

00 

00 

24 


83/4 

00 

12 

43 


83/4# 

00 

12 

05 


84/2# 

00 

02 

71 


84/2<j5 

00 

10 

45 


83/5 

00 

05 

20 


85/2#2# 

00 

06 

26 


85/2#2# 

00 

01 

58 


85/3 

00 

04 

52 


85/8 

00 

02 

64 


85/4# 

00 

02 

94 


86/2 

00 

00 

43 


8 6/3 

00 

27 

75 


8 6/5 

00 

09 

15 


8 6/4 

00 

01 

72 











7908 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : NOVEMBER 20, 20I0/KARTIKA 29,1932 [Pan I! See. 3(ii)| 


i) qffeiisw (ftm) 


2 

U_ 

-p— 

r~ 

8 6/6# 2 

00 

03 

77 

8 8/6%1 

00 

03 

14 

6 2/16% 

00 

0 7 

6 2 

6 2/10+1 6tj 

00 

10 

94 

62/17% 

00 

1 1 

34 

6 2/18% 

00 

01 

75 

6 2/18% 

00 

16 

4 2 

6 2/1 Sc? 

00 

03 

50 

62/18% 

00 

03 

3 2 

60/1tt 

00 

03 

39 

60/1% 

00 

04 

64 

60/3ii 

00 

04 

67 

60/4n1 

00 

14 

94 

60/4ft 2 

00 

05 

35 

60/3# 

00 

01 

21 

60/10%1 

00 

05 

36 

60/5it 

00 

03 

55 

6 0/10% 2 

00 

01 

39 

60/10%3 

00 

00 

2 3 

60/9%1 

0 0 

15 

10 

6 0 / 9% 2 

00 

0 2 

03 

80/9% 7 

00 

01 

98 

60/9% 6 

0 0 

04 

71 

60/1 2#1 

00 

27 

37 

60/1 2%2 

00 

0 0 

10 

60/1 2%3 

00 

11 

30 

57/Gtrl 

00 

00 

'3 q 

/: i 

59/10 

00 

0 5 

12 

59/ In 

0 0 

12 

75 

T. 59 q A^Tf 

00 

10 

69 

59/17 

00 

00 

10 

59/18 

00 

00 

52 

59/19 

00 

00 

82 

59/20 

0 0 

00 

92 

59/21 

00 

0 1 

02 

57/1 

00 

15 

94 

5 9/5rr 

00 

0 2 

43 

%) T. 59/7 q 

00 

05 

73 

59/1 2 " 

00 

01 

99 

59/ 11% 

0 0 

0 0 

14 

59/5% 

00 

02 

0 6 

59/ 1 2 % 

00 

01 

6 6 


II fl *i 


79(W 


! '>TH |i —W 




*TTC<T TRTR : 20, 20t0/^Flffa7 2 l >, 1920 


r ' • 

! ! qj?rraj.§i?T (t#d# 


2 .1 

3 

1 1 

r~ 

5 5/8^ST 2 

00 

03 

72 

59/12# 

00 

09 

30 

55/1 Otr 

00 

01 

07 

55/1 In 

00 

08 

31 

55/1 2tr1 

00 

00 

55 

55/11# 

00 

07 

01 

55/1 2it2 

00 

02 

96 

55/1 2ct3 

00 

06 

57 

55/11# 

00 

03 

35 

40/1u 

00 

00 

10 

40/1# 

00 

09 

40 

3 9/2# 1 

00 

02 

21 

39/ltr 

00 

06 

17 

40/2it2 

00 

04 

01 

40/2#2 

00 

02 

09 

39/1* 

00 

08 

55 

40/4 

00 

11 

42 

39/8U 

00 

00 

75 

39/8# 

00 

01 

18 

39/8# 

00 

03 

97 

39/8# 

00 

05 

65 

39/ 8ttx^; 

00 

07 

12 

40/5 

00 

00 

46 

40/6 

00 

03 

03 

40/7 

00 

03 

44 

40/8 

00 

04 

80 

40/9 

00 

0 2 

96 

40/10 

00 

00 

10 

40/3 

00 

14 

60 

41/4 

00 

30 

14 

48/7 

00 

06 

72 

48/10 

00 

00 

38 

48/11 

00 

02 

64 

48/12 

00 

02 

76 

48/13 

00 

04 

85 

4 8/14 

00 

14 

75 

48/6 

00 

03 

10 

48/15 

00 

03 

00 

48/16 

00 

02 

01 

48/17 

00 

01 

91 

48/19 

00 

02 

57 

42 

00 

05 

33 






7910 


[i'nri il See iiin| 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : NOVEMBER 20, 2010/KART1KA 29. 1932 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


^. 107 $ TRrfT 

00 

04 

14 


43/3 

00 

04 

80 


47/17 

00 

07 

04 


47/18 

00 

05 

16 


47/16 

00 

07 

45 


47/15 

00 

08 

37 


43/8 

00 

03 

72 


43/9 

00 

10 

32 


43/1 Oft 

00 

08 

66 


43/10# 

00 

03 

81 


43/11 

00 

05 

79 


43/13 

00 

02 

23 


100 ^ TRrfT 

00 

44 

72 

1 3 

FjMT s 

T’TJ 2 


*.) 

*3 3. 210^^# 

00 

48 

65 

86 

00 

20 

46 


^ T. 85 ^ TMT 

00 

05 

29 


84/5 

00 

04 

2 7 


84/3 

00 

03 

53 


84/2 

00 

02 

87 


84/1 

00 

00 

10 


84/4it 

00 

03 

58 


84/4* 

00 

02 

84 


84/13 

00 

02 

93 


84/14 

00 

02 

50 


84/12 

00 

08 

62 


84/11q 

00 

00 

63 


84/11# 

00 

01 

09 


84/2 2 

00 

04 

12 


84/18cr 

00 

04 

2 6 


84/19q 

00 

02 

17 


84/19# 

00 

01 

97 


84/21 

00 

04 

42 


83 

00 

18 

86 


81 

00 

51 

09 


64/1 

00 

42 

13 


50/6* 

00 

11 

21 


50/6f 

00 

06 

37 


50/6ITE 

00 

07 

77 


51/ 9tt 

00 

08 

07 


51/6* 

00 

01 

69 


51/6*1 

00 

03 

30 


51/7* 

00 

07 

74 









['TFTII—W^3(ii)] 

*rrc?r TT3m : 20 , 2010 / 3 ##+* 29, ! 932 



791 ! 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


51/9# 

00 

03 

73 


51/8# 

00 

12 

68 


61/1 

00 

09 

38 


61/2 

00 

08 

75 


61/3 

00 

04 

95 


61/4 

00 

04 

20 


61/6 

00 

13 

11 


61/7 

00 

03 

69 


61/1 Oct 

00 

04 

07 


61/10# 

00 

04 

69 


61/11# 

00 

07 

45 


61/11# 

00 

07 

41 


60/Iit 

00 

04 

14 


60/1# 

00 

05 

71 


60/2r2 

00 

03 

40 


60/2r1 

00 

04 

60 


60/2# 

00 

03 

03 


60/2# 

00 

04 

66 


22/1 

00 

00 

88 


22/2 

00 

02 

78 


2 2/3 

00 

18 

11 

2 ) 

161/lrrl 

00 

01 

59 


1 61/Iq; 2 

00 

01 

93 


1 6 1/1r3 

00 

07 

58 


161/1# 

00 

C 7 

12 


164/2 

00 

22 

93 


164/1 

00 

17 

61 


164/4 

00 

24 

74 


1 64/7t? 

00 

02 

76 


1 65/ 2r 

00 

21 

93 


1 65/2* 

00 

02 

52 


165/2# 

00 

18 

16 


166 

00 

72 

79 


175/3 

00 

10 

77 


175/2 

00 

01 

34 


175/8 

00 

12 

95 


175/4 

00 

32 

36 


178/7 

00 

14 

13 


178/1 

00 

22 

76 


178/4 

00 

00 

56 


178/3 

00 

23 

80 


178/5 

00 

18 

40 


4322 GI/10—4 









7912 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : NOVEMBER20, 2010/KART! KA 29,1932 [Part II See.3(h)] 


1 

| 

2 

1 3 

4 

■1 

2) 

178/2 


00 

01 

44 


187/5 


00 

06 

71 


187/7 


00 

05 

89 


187/4 


00 

20 

46 


187/1 


00 

07 

73 


187/3 


00 

06 

39 


188/3 


00 

04 

67 


188/1 


00 

13 

85 


188/2 


00 

26 

98 


212/1 


00 

00 

10 


212/2 


00 

01 

0 2 


212/3 


00 

02 

49 


212/4 


00 

04 

35 


212/7 


00 

12 

16 


211 


00 

74 

95 


210/1 


00 

15 

85 

3 ) 

1 3 6/3tt 


00 

02 

75 


136 / 3 * 


00 

00 

99 


136/2 


00 

12 

23 


136 / Iit 


00 

03 

91 


136 / 1 * 


00 

16 

06 


136 / 14 tr 


00 

02 

65 


136 / 14 * 


00 

00 

27 


137/1 


00 

00 

19 


137/2 


00 

05 

25 


13 7/3 


00 

12 

52 


137/4 


00 

19 

05 


128 / 1 * 


00 

06 

86 


128 / 1 * 


00 

01 

09 


128 / 2 * 


00 

05 

76 


128 / 2 * 


00 

08 

63 


128 / 21 ? 


00 

00 

10 


12 8 / 6 * 


00 

00 

97 


12 8/6ti 


00 

06 

65 


12 8/6* 


00 

04 

36 


1 2 8 / 5 * 


00 

04 

57 


12 8/817 


00 

01 

35 


128 / 7*1 


00 

12 

69 


12 8 / 7*2 


00 

01 

15 


12 8 / 9*3 


00 

04 

90 


12 8 / 9*2 


00 

06 

81 


12 8 / 9*1 


00 

00 

46 




[w] ii—7§r^3(ii)] 


'‘TR4 TT5TT5 : 20, 2010/^ltcR> 29, 1932 


7913 


c; 


3) (PrfrfT) 


2 

1 3 

4 

1 5 

128/4%3 

00 

00 

42 

12 8/4% 2 

00 

07 

18 

1 2 8/4^t1 

00 

05 

54 

143/3 

00 

00 

19 

%4 4. 12 7/1 4 TRrfT 

00 

02 

99 

127/2 

00 

04 

18 

143/4 

00 

13 

65 

1 4 3/ oi< 

00 

13 

13 

143/2%1 

00 

0 2 

4 4 

143/1% 

0 n 

0 2 

05 

143/2tr1% 

00 

Ou 

0 5 

143/2tt2 

00 

00 

49 

143/2t?3% 

00 

00 

21 

14 3/ 2 % 2 

00 

01 

77 

144 /617 

00 

00 

89 

144/6% 

00 

35 

63 

150/2 

00 

11 

95 

150/1%1 

00 

13 

2 6 

150/1% 1 

00 

12 

17 

4. 150/3 4 WT 

00 

04 

A -j 

150/1%2 

00 

08 

/ / 

150/1%3 

00 

04 


149/lrr 

00 

00 

i v. 

149/1% 

00 

12 


149/2 

00 

05 


149/3 

00 

13 

Cj 

181/1 

00 

02 

44 

183 

00 

05 

54 

184/9u 

00 

21 

74 

184/3% 

00 

01 

77 

184/9% 

00 

02 

10 

185/3% 

00 

02 

93 

185/3% 

00 

16 

91 

185/3U 

00 

02 

49 

185/5cr 

00 

06 

84 

185/4 

00 

13 

50 

185/8 

00 

10 

17 

185/7 

00 

16 

88 

44 4. 185/9 4 4MT 

00 

04 

07 

1 8 6/1tj 174 

00 

03 

75 

18 6/Itt % 

00 

00 

10 

18 6 / 14 % 

00 

01 

70 





7914 TI IE GAZETTE OF INDIA : NOVEMBER 20, 2010 KARTIkA 29. 19 ■ 

j A 

| Part 11 

V - c >( ii) j 

1 1 2 ! 

3 

4 

5 

# (ftm) 18 6/ Itt 5 

00 

04 

18 

186/ltrgr 

00 

03 

36 

1 3 6/1 TOT 

00 

00 

14 

18 6/1 o # 

00 

02 

87 

1 8 6/ In it 

00 

01 

64 

18 6/lcrm 

00 

02 

14 

1 8 6/5 

00 

01 

63 

18 6/4 

00 

09 

95 

18 6/3 

00 

13 

05 

18 6/2 

00 

08 

80 

18 6/'1#1 

00 

00 

12 

18 6/ 1*o*j 

00 

00 

59 

187/in 

00 

11 

81 

18 7/2ii 

00 

03 

19 

188 

00 

25 

72 

2 00/6tr 

00 

00 

34 

2 0 0/62 

00 

07 

62 

2 00/6j?fo 

00 

01 

68 

2 0 0/6# 

00 

01 

81 

2 0 0/6^ 

00 

02 

50 

2 0 0/6# 

00 

03 

19 

2 00/6qrT 

00 

01 

70 

2 0 0/ 6tTH 

00 

00 

10 

2 00/6 er 

00 

09 

48 

2 00/6# 

00 

00 

84 

2 01 / 3tt 

00 

00 

32 

2 01/3# 

00 

07 

26 

2 0 1 /4 tt 

00 

03 

39 

2 0 1/lql5 

00 

01 

38 

2 0 1 /1 rr 14 

00 

02 

93 

2 01 / Sit 

00 

04 

59 

#4 8. 2 01# 

00 

04 

98 

2 01/5# 

00 

00 

31 

2 0 1 / 6# 

00 

05 

57 

20 2 

00 

05 

99 

205/2 

00 

08 

44 

2 0 5/3 

00 

22 

88 

2 05/1 #4 

00 

19 

64 

2 0 7/ 5it 

00 

06 

90 

.2 0 7/7q 

00 

03 

84 

2 0 779 

00 

02 

48 

207/10 

00 

00 

25 









791 5 


[»7FT II— ^¥3(ii)] ^TRcT TMT? : 20, 2010 /4>fa 29, 1932 



2 

3 

4 

5 

-») (prim) 

2 0 7/3n 

00 

06 

89 


2 0 7/4 

00 

16 

63 


208/2 

00 

16 

69 


2 0 8/3tr 

00 

04 

23 


2 0 8/3=^ 

00 

09 

74 


208/5 

00 

08 

87 


209 

00 

19 

07 


[^T U ^.-14014/82/2010-#.#.] 
P# T^T 3TTt 


New Delhi, the 12th November, 2010 

_ . . -/ 

S. O. 2878.— Whereas it appears to Government of India that it is necessary in public interest 
that for transportation of Vuitural G&s from terminal point of Vijayawada - Nellore - Chennai 
pipeline near Tiruttani in TamilNadu to consumers in various parts of the country, Chennai - Tuticorin 
pipeline should be laid by M/s Relogistics Infrastructure Limited; 


And, whereas, it appears to Government of India that for the purpose of laying such pipeline, it 
is necessary to acquire the Right of User in land under which the said pipeline is proposed to be laid 
and which are described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962). Government of 
India hereby declares its intention to acquire the Right of User therein; 


Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty-one days from 
the date on which the copies of this notification as published in the Gazette of India under sub-section 
(1) of Section 3 of the said Act, are made available to the general public, object in writing to the 
acquisition of the Right of User therein ft. laying the pipeline under the land to ShriV.Venkatasubbu, 
Competent Authority, Relogistics Infrastructure Limited, No. 89, Dr. RadhaKrishnan Salai, 6th Floor, 
Mylapore, Chennai - 600004,Tamil Nadu State. 
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217 

00 

01 

10 

216 

00 

07 

37 

341 

00 

00 

48 

214 

00 

24 

42 

215 

00 

00 

10 

77 

00 

09 

72 

213 

00 

02 

32 

82 

00 

03 

68 

78 

00 

14 

78 

79 

00 

00 

23 

81 

00 

17 

67 

96 

00 

01 

79 

880 

00 

00 

14 

127 

00 

00 

50 
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4 > |5TTO (ftirfr) 


ftfcldMKI 


126 

125 

129 

130 
124 

131 
134 
117 

132 

577 

578 

579 

581 

582 

583 

584 

585 
576 
588 
587 
596 
599 
598 
4 64 

465 
549 

466 

467 

468 

470 

471 
463 

473 
476 
475 

474 
704 
422 
421 
750 
428 
411 


00 

14 

03 

00 

00 

90 

00 

01 

50 

00 

04 

62 

00 

05 

36 

00 

04 

48 

00 

03 

57 

00 

04 

77 

00 

16 

32 

00 

10 

01 

00 

01 

06 

00 

05 

26 

00 

10 

25 

00 

03 

27 

00 

02 

84 

00 

00 

10 

00 

01 

97 

00 

05 

24 

00 

00 

25 

00 

00 

10 

00 

26 

33 

00 

00 

10 

00 

05 

65 

00 

00 

10 

00 

01 

80 

00 

08 

53 

00 

00 

48 

00 

19 

42 

00 

08 

13 

00 

00 

14 

00 

01 

30 

00 

16 

54 
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j IFirt II 

See. 3(i 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

5) Rfadqm (ftirr) 

419 

417 

00 

00 

00 

04 

10 

75 


413 

00 

00 

10 


416 

00 

19 

11 


367 

00 

09 

70 


364 

00 

03 

73 


363 

00 

00 

60 


359 

00 

16 

91 


360 

00 

00 

10 


358 

00 

02 

44 


617 

00 

08 

43 


618 

00 

00 

13 


104 

00 

00 

19 


102 

00 

05 

56 


101 

00 

01 

54 


103 

00 

04 

34 


119 

00 

03 

04 


118 

00 

02 

73 


116 

00 

00 

66 


120 

00 

03 

36 


121 

00 

00 

10 


117 

00 

04 

07 


123 

00 

12 

33 


124 

00 

10 

03 


126 

00 

00 

78 


125 

00 

19 

25 


27 

00 

10 

57 


28 

00 

05 

78 


12 

00 

06 

69 


26 

00 

06 

60 


25 

00 

04 

33 


24 

00 

11 

68 


13 

00 

00 

10 


23 

00 

04 

36 


668 

00 

00 

87 


669 

00 

03 

70 


18 

00 

12 

60 


20 

00 

01 

62 


19 

00 

04 

45 


00 

00 

10 

00 

05 

76 

00 

05 

32 


6 ) ddl'KI^ft 


504 

505 
50 6 
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L 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6) rl<HMKI4j§0 

333 

00 

01 

73 


334 

00 

12 

72 


335 

00 

02 

69 


331 

00 

49 

90 


336 

00 

48 

42 


337 

00 

49 

24 


651 

00 

01 

69 


650 

00 

41 

60 


121 

00 

08 

59 


12 2 

00 

04 

46 


123 

00 

00 

25 


517 

00 

02 

68 


124 

00 

01 

27 


98 

00 

35 

29 


95 

00 

02 

96 


94 

00 

26 

78 


241 

00 

10 

85 


86 

00 

00 

77 


79 

00 

20 

58 


80 

00 

23 

14 


129 

00 

03 

16 


130 

00 

02 

84 


133 

00 

03 

28 


132 

00 

13 

60 


429 

00 

12 

64 


136 

00 

36 

76 

7 ) 

515 

00 

76 

73 


519 

00 

11 

35 


522 

00 

11 

84 


520 

00 

01 

97 


659 

00 

00 

63 


521 

00 

20 

49 


660 

00 

00 

83 


605 

01 

09 

61 


606 

00 

24 

80 


607 

00 

04 

51 


608 

00 

14 

62 


587 

00 

05 

84 


594 

00 

01 

07 


593 

00 

07 

54 


592 

00 

09 

91 


591 

00 

11 

48 
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T 

2 

3 

4 

5 

7) 

590 

00 

00 

13 

579 

00 

06 

30 

289 

00 

03 

00 

578 

00 

01 

63 

727 

00 

13 

57 

290 

00 

00 

18 

291 

00 

20 

55 

292 

00 

03 

36 

293 

00 

01 

90 

306 

00 

10 

98 

308 

00 

00 

62 

307 

00 

00 

10 

314 

00 

02 

31 

99 

00 

21 

20 

101 

00 

02 

68 

100 

00 

01 

86 

127 

00 

04 

15 

199 

00 

04 

16 

1 2 0 

00 

00 

35 

1 21 

00 

11 

60 

119 

00 

02 

61 

12 2 

00 

12 

95 

123 

00 

01 

67 

126 

00 

10 

83 

125 

00 

01 

19 

124 

00 

00 

10 

129 

00 

04 

64 

130 

00 

06 

73 

134 

00 

00 

53 

168 

00 

04 

95 

235 

00 

02 

79 

236 

00 

02 

88 

237 

00 

01 

57 

233 

00 

01 

03 

231 

00 

03 

14 

238 

00 

05 

03 

230 

00 

05 

72 

229 

00 

02 

15 

228 

00 

12 

62 

226 

00 

01 

40 

225 

00 

02 

16 

179 

00 

03 

46 


i|n i 


'■I 
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. .. 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

8) 158 

00 

02 

03 

455 

00 

01 

96 

159 

00 

10 

22 

235 

00 

01 

75 

456 

00 

06 

91 

163 

00 

01 

17 

214 

00 

06 

95 

233 

00 

05 

33 

232 

00 

12 

56 

231 

00 

11 

94 

229 

00 

13 

80 

243 

00 

38 

77 

228 

00 

01 

72 

273 

00 

11 

82 

276 

00 

04 

96 

277 

00 

11 

41 

273 

00 

19 

11 

2 74 

00 

14 

66 

293 

00 

21 

86 

2 94 

00 

01 

28 

292 

00 

11 

09 

301 

00 

00 

97 

320 

00 

01 

05 

318 

00 

15 

36 

316 

00 

11 

98 

317 

00 

05 

15 

313 

00 

07 

92 

315 

00 

03 

62 

314 

00 

08 

10 

319 

00 

04 

25 

°) 1117 

00 

02 

28 

1108 

00 

01 

42 

1109 

00 

16 

03 

1107 

00 

00 

25 

1111 

00 

00 

47 

1105 

00 

08 

55 

1101 

00 

11 

61 

1099 

00 

00 

24 

1100 

00 

17 

24 

1096 

00 

09 

01 

1085 

00 

00 

27 

1086 

00 

13 

69 
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2 

3 

4 ! 

5 

1088 

00 

05 

84 

1058 

00 

04 

90 

1087 

00 

07 

44 

1081 

00 

05 

82 

1059/1415 

00 

00 

68 

1067 

00 

04 

04 

1080 

00 

00 

10 

1059 

00 

04 

22 

1066 

00 

03 

01 

1060 

00 

04 

37 

1061 

0 0 

11 

85 

1062 

0' 

02 

79 

1053 

0'» 

08 

86 

1052 

0( 

06 

15 

64 6 

00 

00 

65 

647 

0 J 

16 

30 

648 

oc 

16 

60 

652 

00 

11 

78 

653 

00 

03 

63 

651 

00 

00 

50 

657 

00 

01 

93 

666 

00 

22 

46 

667 

00 

02 

19 

668 

00 

03 

86 

669 

00 

10 

42 

672 

00 

01 

65 

671/1387 

00 

08 

04 

671 

00 

07 

48 

1388 

00 

01 

16 

677 

00 

07 

02 

683 

00 

04 

22 

676 

00 

03 

90 

674 

00 

26 

33 

675 

00 

02 

09 

686 

00 

10 

33 

687 

00 

04 

07 

831 

00 

02 

83 

827 

00 

02 

73 

828 

00 

05 

11 

829 

00 

00 

33 

830 

00 

00 

50 

688 

00 

02 

49 


9) (PTTrIT) 


>> P» ' 








[ ^TPTII—3(ii)] ■qRcT^rrT^m : 20, 2010/~< E T f^h 29, 1932 7947 



1 2 

3 

4 

5 

9 ) TlHtR^ (hRTT) 

703 

00 

08 

96 


704 

00 

05 

94 


702 

00 

04 

16 


705 

00 

14 

03 


706 

00 

11 

99 


726 

00 

08 

15 


725 

00 

14 

53 


731 

00 

02 

01 


721 

00 

12 

12 


732 

00 

01 

43 


733 

00 

16 

13 


735 

00 

00 

10 


74 2 

00 

10 

18 


741 

00 

16 

23 


744 

00 

07 

76 


745 

00 

03 

81 


364 

00 

05 

75 


361 

00 

00 

69 


360 

00 

20 

6 6 


377 

00 

01 

28 


343 

00 

02 

45 


342 

00 

01 

59 


341 

00 

09 

17 


337 

00 

01 

15 


340 

00 

10 

60 


339 

00 

05 

42 


338 

00 

00 

10 


1401 

00 

03 

18 

10 

) 

462 

00 

13 

85 


461 

00 

08 

99 


463 

00 

16 

61 


4 64 

00 

00 

69 


465 

00 

00 

32 


466 

00 

00 

10 


469 

00 

01 

30 


484 

00 

02 

01 


482 

00 

04 

97 


480 

00 

15 

42 


470 

00 

19 

15 


428 

00 

15 

59 


426 

00 

00 

21 


427 

00 

00 

40 
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10 ) mm (faw) 43 2 

431 

435 

434 

360 

375 

376 
373 
372 
371 
370 
381 

154 

155 

158 

159 

160 
161 
162 
168 
163 
141 
137 
136 
135 
134 
132 
131 
129 
126 
125 
124 
123 
122 
120 
511 
121 
118 
117 
77 
19 
76 


00 

09 

37 

00 

11 

12 

00 

18 

35 

00 

03 

20 

00 

07 

58 

00 

01 

58 

00 

12 

18 

00 

07 

42 

00 

04 

81 

00 

13 

81 

00 

09 

21 

00 

02 

27 

00 

14 

63 

00 

14 

12 

00 

08 

02 

00 

17 

36 

00 

04 

84 

00 

05 

47 

00 

25 

53 

00 

01 

02 

00 

23 

86 

00 

17 

78 

00 

02 

87 

00 

06 

98 

00 

05 

12 

00 

05 

76 

00 

06 

18 

00 

06 

80 

00 

05 

22 

00 

04 

95 

00 

06 

25 

00 

04 

48 

00 

05 

39 

00 

03 

58 

00 

05 

91 

00 

00 

46 

00 

01 

91 

00 

11 

57 

00 

00 

50 

00 

01 

47 

00 

00 

10 

00 

20 

53 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


10) (ftw) 

526 

00 

03 

89 


75 

00 

00 

75 


369 

00 

00 

50 


pPT U T&. -14014/61/2010-^Uft] 
7T4T TT^H, 3T^R WfV<4 


New Delhi, the 12th November, 2010 


S. O. 2879. Whereas it appears to Government of India that it is necessary in public 
interest that for transportation of natural gas from onshore terminal at East coast of 
Andhra Pradesh of M/s Reliance Industries Limited to consumers in various parts of the 
country, Kakinada - Basudebpur - Howrah pipeline should be laid by M/s Relogistics 
Infrastructure Limited; 


And whereas, it appears to Government of India that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the Right of User in land under which the said pipeline 
is proposed to be laid and which are described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 
(50 of 1962), Government of India hereby declares its intention to acquire the Right of 
User therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty-one 
days from the date on which the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the said Act, are made available to the general 
public, object in writing to the acquisition of the Right of User therein for laying the 
pipeline under the land to Shri Braja Kishore Panda, Competent Authority, Relogistics 
Infrastructure Limited, 1st Floor, Fortune Tower, Chandrasekharpur, Bhubaneswar - 
751023,Orissa State. 


Schedule 


Mahdal/Tehsil/Taluk: Ban pur 

District: Khorda 

State:Orissa 


Village 

Survey No./Sub-Division 

Area to be acquired for 



Hec 

Are 

C-Are 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1) Nilkanlhpur 

41 

00 

01 

55 

46 

00 

00 

45 

36/45 

00 

12 

65 

35/44 

00 

03 

11 

34/43 

00 

00 

10 

33/39 

00 

40 

55 

26/32 

00 

02 

27 

27/33 

00 

00 

83 

17/21 

00 

24 

91 

16/20 

00 

19 

69 

14/18 

00 

00 

20 

15/19 

00 

09 

75 

9 

00 

02 

90 
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1 1 I 2 

I 3 | 

4 

5 

2) Jibandeipursasan 52 

00 

06 

98 

53 

00 

02 

68 

54 

00 

08 

22 

51 

00 

OS 

96 

55 

00 

22 

44 

36 

00 

Oo 

66 

50 

00 

01 

17 

48 

00 

04 

80 

49 

00 

03 

97 

47 

00 

07 

36 

46 

00 

04 

54 

45 

00 

01 

85 

44 

00 

02 

01 

8/9 

00 

01 

45 

9/10 

00 

05 

04 

43 

00 

09 

29 

10/11 

00 

01 

83 

12 

00 

02 

68 

13 

00 

00 

68 

14 

00 

10 

12 

15 

00 

01 

02 

41 

00 

00 

28 

16/22 

00 

20 

95 

15/21 

00 

01 

62 

26332 

00 

10 

24 

25/31 

00 

1 1 

78 

34/71 

00 

00 

26 

33/70 

00 

16 

71 

36/73 

00 

00 

14 

35/72 

00 

12 

44 

40/79 

00 

14 

17 

41/80 

00 

08 

52 

3) Paikerapur 165/391 

00 

08 

60 

390 

00 

04 

39 

161/385 

00 

01 

60 

164/389 

00 

10 

92 

388 

00 

01 

92 

4) Nuakot 324 

00 

02 

28 

43/323 

00 

00 

70 

522 

00 

18 

74 

327 

00 

08 

28 

42/321 

00 

00 

10 

41/320 

00 

02 

65 

44/328 

00 

04 

27 

40/319 

00 

05 

61 

329 

00 

00 

70 

39/318 

00 

04 

68 

36/315 

00 

00 

15 

37/316 

00 

06 

70 

38/317 

00 

13 

48 

57/342 

00 

00 

39 

34/311 

00 

06 

33 

32/309 

00 

1 1 

99 


lilt II 


If 
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1932 
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1 

2 

1 3 

4 

j s 

I 

4) f4 £L&®f (C'ontd) 

31/308 

00 

07 

90 

- 1 


30/307 

00 

22 

47 



26/301 

00 

00 

34 



29/306 

00 

06 

43 



219 

00 

01 

81 



28/305 

00 

33 

92 



1 8/290 

00 

30 

81 



16/288 

00 

00 

55 



17/289 

00 

04 

75 



15/287 

00 

01 

30 



19/291 

00 

10 

66 


5) Jagabandhupursasan 

121/499 

00 

15 

01 



120/498 

00 

07 

25 



1 18/496 

00 

04 

18 



117/495 

00 

00 

10 



119/497 

00 

00 

11 



1 16 494 

00 

08 

82 



115/493 

00 

00 

23 



91/469 

00 

06 

40 



93/471 

00 

14 

35 



94/472 

00 

00 

10 



92/470 

00 

04 

06 



95/473 

00 

16 

47 



38/345 

00 

02 

89 



461 

00 

00 

47 



460 

00 

01 

02 



84 459 

00 

12 

81 



83/458 

00 

00 

77 



70/444 

00 

17 

78 



72 446 

00 

00 

21 



68 442 

00 

00 

20 



67/44 1 

00 

01 

61 



71 445 

00 

08 

48 



64/438 

00 

07 

13 



63/437 

00 

05 

08 



62 436 

00 

07 

58 



50 420 

00 

09 

40 



53/427 

00 

03 

19 



55 429 

00 

01 

41 



56 430 

00 

00 

10 



54 428 

00 

08 

80 



426 

00 

00 

88 


6) Gorarajhari 

1711 

00 

03 

] ^ 

11 


1710 

00 

07 

97 



1709 

00 

02 

35 



413 1 195 

00 

06 

46 



414 1 196 

00 

02 

43 



4151197 

00 

13 

62 



1 194 

00 

01 

38 



416 

00 

15 

81 



1199 

00 

02 

40 


-- --- — —- --- 

417/1200 

00 

02 

59 
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1 
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2 


_1 

3 L 

4 


1206 




00 

03 

43 

1170 




00 

04 

61 

1169 




00 

08 

91 

1 168 




00 

02 

34 

409 1166 




00 

03 

75 

1218 




00 

01 

81 

1217 




00 

12 

24 

1219 




00 

10 

59 

1220 




00 

02 

1 1 

1221 




00 

13 

24 

1133 




00 

01 

84 

1132 




00 

03 

64 

1234 




00 

03 

96 

1235 




00 

05 

20 

1231 




00 

00 

17 

1233 




00 

01 

23 

1257 




00 

0! 

58 

1262 




00 

05 

34 

! 2o0 




00 

00 

37 

1261 




00 

03 

67 

1263 




00 

00 

49 

1254 




00 

14 

96 

12.53 




00 

01 

22 

1284 




00 

08 

31 

1252 




00 

06 

17 

1251 




00 

12 

27 

1250 




00 

04 

51 

1249 




00 

07 

24 

1248 




00 

01 

74 

1247 




00 

01 

99 

1289 




00 

07 

89 

1291 




00 

06 

03 

1292 




00 

06 

61 

1290 




00 

02 

26 

1294 




00 

01 

01 

1293 




00 

01 

96 

1307 




01 

17 

15 

1308 




00 

06 

21 

1517 




00 

11 

78 

1516 




00 

10 

61 

1515 




00 

12 

42 

1514 




00 

05 

61 

1513 




00 

02 

37 

1512 




00 

01 

16 

1511 




00 

00 

54 
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1 

2 i 

3 

4 

5 

6) Gorarajhari (Contd) 

1489 

00 

15 

47 

1494 

00 

09 

89 

1493 

00 

00 
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04 

40 

195/6 

00 

00 

71 

195/7 

00 

06 

76 

193/1 

00 

03 

65 

193/2 

00 

02 

2 1 

193/3 

00 

02 

00 

193/6 

00 

07 

30 

193/4 

00 

02 

91 

193/5 

00 

05 

00 

189/4 

00 

00 

11 

190/6 

00 

05 

63 

190/5 

00 

07 

36 

190/4 

00 

10 

23 

191/1 

00 

00 

97 

190/3 

00 

03 

44 

190/2 

00 

01 

28 

190/1 

00 

00 

10 

180/1^1 

00 

13 

09 

180/lq 

00 

00 

36 

180/2 

00 

04 

35 

1 80/4q 

00 

05 

26 

180/4m 

00 

00 

70 

180/3€r 

00 

20 

52 

180/3^1 

00 

00 

38 

180/3^1 

00 

03 

87 

180/3u 

00 

00 

29 

1 79/tt/3 

00 

10 

86 

1 

00 

00 

45 

181/9^3 

00 

01 

04 

18 1/9ht1 

00 

01 

88 

17 8/it/ 2 

00 

60 

47 
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! ‘Fi 11 — 3 ( jj) | to Tiom : wro 20,201 g/toR* 29, 1932 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


178M13TIT 

00 

00 

10 


178/n/lgra 

00 

05 

28 


M 374 if ^FTf 

00 

08 

75 


17 8/*/2 

00 

24 

71 


178/gr/i^r 

00 

21 

79 


178/gr/itT 

00 

01 

49 


[TO 7T. TTr^.- 14014/85/2010-^t.4t] 
7-Hf< "SI^TT TT^H, 3TTO 


New Delhi, the 12th November, 2010 

s. (). 2880 . Whereas it appears to Government of India that it is necessary in public interest 
that transportation of Ykttural gas from terminal point of Vijayawada - Nellore - Chennai 

pipeline near Tiruttani in Tamilj^du to consumers in various parts of the country, Chennai - Tuticorin 
pipeline should be laid by M/s Relogistics Infrastructure Limited; 


And, whereas, it appears to Government of India that for the purpose of laying such pipeline, it 
is necessary to acquire the Right of User in land under which the said pipeline is proposed to be laid 
and which are described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), Government of 
India hereby declares its intention to acquire the Right of User therein; 


Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty-one days from 
the date on which the copies of this notification as published in the Gazette of India under sub-section 
(I) of Section 3 of the said Act, are made available to the general public, object in writing to the 
acquisition of the Right of User therein for laying the pipeline under the land to Shri V.Venkatasubbu, 
Competent Authority, Relogistics Infrastructure Limited, No. 89, Dr. RadhaKrishnan Salai, 6th Floor, 
Mylapore, Chennai - 600004,Tamil Nadu State. 
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Schedule 


Taluk: Cheyyar 


State: 

Tamil Nadu 

Village 

Survey No./Sub-Division no. 

Area to be acquired for Roll 



Hoc 


C-Are 

1 

2 

3 n 

4 


1) Manapakkam 

526/IB 

00 

09 

87 

526/1A 

00 

14 

39 

526/1D 

00 

11 

74 

453/1 

00 

42 

07 

453/2A 

00 

03 

88 

456 

00 

12 

02 

458 

00 

45 

64 

2) Nayantangal 

302/3 

00 

00 

80 

73/IB 

00 

24 

49 

73/1A 

00 

00 

76 

73/2B 

00 

28 

82 

73/3 

00 

20 

37 

74/2 

00 

10 

06 

Taluk: Polur 

District: Thiruvannamalai 

State: Tamil Nadu 

1) Severapoondi 

Nala in Survey No.223/1! 

00 

00 

37 

Nala in Survey No.223/9 

00 

02 

66 

Nala in Survey No.223/8 

00 

00 

71 

223/9 

00 

02 

75 

223/8 

00 

09 

26 

223/6 

00 

09 

92 

223/4B 

00 

00 

10 

223/5 

00 

03 

91 

223/2 

00 

00 

66 

223/12 

00 

02 

51 

223/15 

00 

01 

85 

223/14 

00 

06 

28 

225/2 

00 

00 

1 1 

223/13 

00 

06 

46 

225/1 

00 

07 

33 

225/3 

00 

00 

12 

224 

00 

04 

33 

283/IB 

00 

04 

13 

283/1A 

00 

14 

03 

283/2 

00 

03 

86 

283/4B 

00 

02 

74 

283/4A 

(X) 

01 

50 

283/3 

00 

03 

38 

284/1 

00 

02 

04 



















l^nnii—T§p»s3(ii)] 

WflWR : W** 20, 20I0/^Tf^> 29, 1932 
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1 

_. 1 * 

3"! 

4 

5 

|) Severapoondi (Cohtd) 

284/2 

00 

38 

41 


284/3 

00 

00 

90 


284/4 

00 

17 

75 


284/5 

00 

02 

80 


286/2 

00 

34 

47 


289/1A 

00 

00 

16 


286/3 

00 

10 

86 


286/8B 

00 

00 

88 


286/8C 

00 

11 

22 


291 

00 

01 

39 


286/9C 

00 

08 

66 


286/9B 

00 

01 

07 


319/1 

00 

92 

72 


293/1 

00 

16 

11 


293/3 

00 

00 

54 


293/4 

00 

00 

37 


319/6 

00 

28 

87 


319/8 

00 

18 

06 


319/9 

00 

41 

55 


319/10 

00 

00 

10 


319/15 

00 

53 

20 


319/14 

00 

23 

58 


319/12 

00 

04 

16 


319/13 

00 

31 

12 

T aluk :Th iru vannamalal 

District: Thiruvannsmalai 

State: 

f 

i 

1) Vedandavadi 

I53/1A1A 

00 

53 

13 


153/1A3C 

00 

14 

09 


I53/1B1 

00 

12 

36 


I52/2B 

00 

02 

97 


I52/2D 

00 

02 

46 


156/IB 

00 

05 

86 


157/IB 

00 

22 

49 


157/2 

00 

13 

92 


163/1A5B 

00 

06 

59 


163/1A5A 

00 

13 

47 


163/3 

00 

00 

40 


163/1BI 

00 

08 

78 


163/IA4 

00 

27 

18 


Nala in Survey No. 169 

00 

02 

04 


168/3 A 

00 

06 

26 


168/2B 

00 

12 

61 


168/7 A 

00 

03 

37 
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1 

r ~ 

1 

4 

5 

1) Vedandavadi (Conid) 

168/7B 

00 

05 

64 


I68/7C 

00 

05 

21 


168/7D 

00 

04 

38 


168/6E 

00 

00 

10 


168/7F 

00 

03 

44 


168/7E 

00 

05 

78 


I68/6H 

00 

03 

11 


I68/6G 

00 

00 

10 


I74/3B 

00 

00 

75 


174/3 A 

00 

01 

13 


174/2C 

00 

02 

61 


174/3F 

00 

00 

85 


I74/2D 

00 

01 

17 


174/2B 

00 

07 

52 


174/3G 

00 

00 

10 


174/2F 

00 

08 

59 


174/2H 

00 

01 

99 


174/2G 

00 

03 

82 


I74/5B 

00 

01 

30 


174/5 A 

00 

03 

85 


174/11 

00 

10 

02 


174/1J 

00 

01 

15 


174/1K 

00 

03 

73 


174/6 A 

00 

00 

72 


252/1C 

00 

06 

79 


252/IB 

00 

00 

81 


252/ID 

00 

08 

44 


252/IE 

00 

03 

33 


252/1H 

00 

26 

54 


252/ 1G 

00 

00 

94 


255/4C 

00 

02 

53 


255/4K 

00 

12 

83 


255/4J 

00 

03 

86 


255/41 

00 

02 

20 


255/4D 

00 

00 

22 


255/4H 

00 

04 

08 


255/4E 

00 

01 

76 


255/4F 

00 

02 

28 


255/4G 

00 

02 

27 


255/4B 

00 

01 

52 


256/5 

00 

21 

94 


it !• > 










[Will—7^3(ii)] 


W ^ : ^0=47 20, 2010/VlRw 29, 1932 
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-- 


2 

3 

4 

5 

256/4 

00 

39 

14 

256/2 

00 

00 

42 

261/IB 

00 

03 

06 

261/4 A 

00 

00 

29 

261/1A2 

00 

16 

44 

261/2 

00 

01 

97 

261/3 A 

00 

11 

38 

26I/3B 

00 

09 

80 

260/2A2A 

00 

04 

24 

260/2A2B 

00 

02 

46 

260/2A2C 

00 

00 

25 

260/2A1 

00 

23 

27 

266/2 

00 

14 

30 

266/4B 

00 

17 

39 

266/4A 

00 

00 

10 

266/10B2 

00 

02 

65 

265/7C 

00 

00 

43 

265/6B 

00 

00 

14 

265/10A2 

00 

00 

81 

265/1 OBI 

00 

01 

10 

265/7B 

00 

01 

35 

265/10A1 

00 

02 

09 

265/9 

00 

(X) 

41 

265/7A 

00 

08 

07 

265/1 IB 

00 

00 

10 

265/1IA2 

00 

00 

15 

265/11A1 

00 

04 

86 

I36/I7A 

(X) 

10 

26 

136/18 A 

00 

04 

06 

136/16 

00 

02 

15 

136/23A 

00 

01 

78 

136/21 

00 

10 

32 

136/20 

00 

00 

55 

Road in Survey No.302/3 

00 

02 

86 

300/5A 

00 

01 

52 

300/4 

00 

03 

84 

300/2 

00 

00 

95 

300/3 

00 

01 

80 

300/8 

00 

03 

19 

300/12 

00 

00 

10 

301/4 

00 

04 

04 


1 


J) Vedandavadi (Contd) 


4322 GI/10—13 





[Part 11 See. 3(ii)| 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

|) Vedandavadi (Contd) 

301/5 

00 

08 

10 

301/7 

00 

01 

71 

301/6 

00 

03 

92 

301/8 

00 

00 

76 

Nala in Survey No.304 

00 

14 

67 

303/7 

00 

0! 

16 

303/9 

00 

06 

39 

305/6A 

00 

03 

95 

305/6B 

00 

00 

59 

303/8 

00 

02 

38 

305/5 

00 

04 

42 

305/4 

00 

03 

98 

305/3 

00 

02 

89 

305/2 

00 

01 

21 

305/1 

00 

00 

10 

305/19B 

00 

00 

19 

305/18 

00 

02 

19 

305/15 

00 

04 

20 

305/16 

00 

02 

20 

305/17 

00 

02 

25 

298/2 

00 

(X) 

28 

298/1 

(X) 

02 

27 

305/14 

00 

06 

28 

305/13 

00 

03 

76 

305/11 

00 

00 

10 

305/12 

00 

04 

09 

397 

00 

30 

28 

295/I5B 

00 

00 

51 

295/20 

00 

04 

85 

295/19 

(K) 

03 

52 

295/18B 

00 

00 

56 

295/18A 

00 

00 

11 

296/8 

00 

00 

10 

296/9B 

00 

01 

21 

296/12B 

00 

02 

35 

296/17 

00 

08 

85 

283/1A 

00 

01 

54 

296/14 

00 

00 

12 

296/16 

(X) 

11 

38 

296/19B 

00 

03 

43 

296/20 

(X) 

03 

98 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

| > Vedandavadi (Contd) 

296/19A 

00 

00 

10 

2 84/2A 

00 

03 

15 

284/3A 

00 

01 

83 

284/3B 

00 

00 

44 

284/1 

00 

11 

06 

288 

00 

02 

56 

284/6A 

00 

(X) 

86 

2 84/4A 

00 

14 

70 

284/4B 

00 

17 

02 

284/8 

00 

00 

88 

284/9 

00 

00 

57 

284/10 

00 

00 

10 

284/7 

00 

12 

84 

286/1A 

00 

00 

60 

286/1B 

00 

00 

I 1 

286/2A 

00 

04 

67 

286/2B 

00 

03 

54 

284/11 

00 

02 

41 

284/5 

00 

(X) 

10 

286/IG 

(X) 

08 

30 

285/3 

00 

09 

78 

285/5 

00 

07 

(X) 

285/1 

(X) 

05 

84 

285/2 

00 

00 

10 

2) Konalur 

90/2A 

00 

29 

03 

90/2C 

00 

09 

79 

90/2 D 

(X) 

09 

77 

90/2E 

00 

i 1 

26 

92 

00 

37 

60 

84/2 

(X) 

24 

35 

84/1 

00 

01 

98 

84/3 A 

(X) 

14 

53 

84/3 B 

00 

1 1 

37 

84/6A 

00 

04 

48 

84/5A 

00 

03 

69 

84/6B 

(X) 

01 

62 

84/5 B 

(X) 

06 

42 

84/4B 

(X) 

(X) 

47 

84/5C 

(X) 

04 

74 

84/4C 

(X) 

02 

53 

84/5 D 

00 

02 

55 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

2) Konalur (Contd) 

84/4D 

00 

05 

82 

85 

00 

21 

33 

87/2F 

00 

00 

59 

86/2 

00 

01 

64 

86/3 

00 

03 

56 

86/4 

00 

04 

60 

86/5 

00 

17 

35 

86/7 

00 

21 

28 

75/1 Al 

00 

20 

77 

75/1A2 

00 

27 

16 

74 

00 

08 

76 

31/IB 

00 

05 

78 

31/2B 

00 

01 

72 

31/2E 

00 

20 

28 

3I/2D2 

00 

03 

62 

33/1 I 

00 

04 

64 

33/10 

00 

32 

01 

33/9B 

00 

01 

91 

40/2 A 

00 

03 

35 

40/1A 

00 

04 

49 

40/IB 

00 

13 

05 

40/1C 

(X) 

06 

92 

40/ID 

(X) 

05 

43 

39 

00 

54 

22 

Road in Survey No.42 

00 

03 

90 

Road in Survey No.43 

00 

02 

50 

46/6 A 

00 

02 

09 

46/5 

00 

03 

08 

46/3 

00 

02 

47 

46/4D 

00 

14 

07 

46/4C2 

00 

04 

45 

Nala in Survey No.46/1 

00 

05 

99 

48 

00 

29 

71 

45 

00 

14 

41 

49/1 

(X) 

03 

55 

Taluk: Arakkonam 

District: Vellore 

State: Tamil Nadu 

I) Nangamangalam 

220/1 

(X) 

01 

79 

219/IB 

(X) 

25 

79 

219/1 A 

00 

33 

65 

214/2 

(X) 

(X) 

10 

2I3/2D 

00 

06 

19 

213/2C 

00 

00 

to 


n)i 








[«*FTI1—^S3(ii)] *TK<T THR? : W5T 20, 2010/^Tf^ 29, 1932__J7987 


1 

1 2 _ 

r “T 

4 

11 _ 


1) Nangamangalam (Cotttd) 

213/3B 

00 

21 

19 


213/3A2 

00 

01 

39 


227 

00 

04 

86 


225/4 

00 

18 

11 


225/6 

00 

37 

48 

2) Panapakkam 

4ii 

00 

12 

56 


392 

00 

29 

10 

3) Melapuram 

1/2 

00 

05 

22 


2 

00 

15 

59 


3 

00 

03 

08 


10 

00 

02 

14 


16 

00 

30 

20 


9 

00 

00 

75 


12 

00 

19 

33 


13 

00 

59 

69 


69 

00 

03 

91 


71 

00 

21 

09 


73 

00 

92 

64 


75 

00 

72 

44 


Road in Survey No.78 

00 

01 

55 

Taluk: Arcot 

District: Vellore 

State: 

Tamil Nadu 

1) Pali 

17/2B 

00 

18 

71 


18/1 

00 

02 

24 


18/2 

00 

00 

10 


17/4 

00 

05 

15 


17/5 

00 

03 

75 


17/6 

00 

00 

58 


18/3 

00 

00 

83 


15/4AB 

00 

07 

54 


18/5 

00 

00 

33 


18/4 

00 

07 

47 


15/4B 

00 

01 

0! 


15/5 

00 

19 

83 


15/3 

00 

03 

27 


27/4A 

00 

01 

49 


27/1 

00 

15 

37 


27/2 

00 

07 

02 


26/1 

00 

03 

48 


26/2 

00 

07 

83 


26/3 

00 

01 

16 


25/2 

00 

09 

40 


25/3 

00 

00 

34 
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[Part II See. 3(ii)| 


1 

2 

nr- 

4 

5 

1) Pali (Contd) 


25/1 

00 

02 

49 



36/1 

00 

00 

94 



36/2 

00 

03 

49 



37/1 

00 

08 

86 



37/2 

00 

08 

35 



37/3 

00 

00 

65 



3 7/4 A 

00 

02 

58 



38/1A 

00 

01 

91 



38/IB 

00 

03 

19 



38/2 

00 

07 

71 



38/3 

00 

13 

12 



41/2 

00 

01 

23 



41/3 

00 

06 

53 



258 

00 

00 

10 



254 

00 

14 

78 



255 

00 

05 

67 



253/2 

00 

01 

15 



25 3/4A 

00 

08 

28 



253/IB 

00 

06 

16 



253/4B 

00 

05 

23 



253/5 

00 

02 

46 



253/6 

00 

01 

44 



253/3 

00 

10 

31 



269/4B 

00 

00 

23 



270 

00 

10 

65 



269/1 

00 

00 

11 



250/13 

00 

00 

10 



249/8 

00 

04 

31 



249/6 

00 

00 

10 



249/7 

00 

01 

19 



248/1 

00 

06 

75 



248/2 

00 

02 

85 



249/5 

00 

04 

78 



245/1 

00 

14 

86 



245/2 

00 

10 

68 



244/8 

00 

(X) 

10 



244/9 

00 

04 

68 



281/1 

(X) 

09 

24 



281/3 

00 

02 

99 



281/2 

00 

06 

87 



281/5 

00 

00 

93 


■ IH> *' 


li I 










[iMII---^3{ii)] 20, 2010/^nfifar 29, 1932 
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1) Pali (Contd) 


2 


4 

1 5 

236/5 

00 

00 

13 

236/6 

00 

00 

16 

283/3 

00 

19 

82 

283/1 

00 

01 

17 

284/1 

00 

08 

55 

284/3 

00 

00 

74 

284/2 

00 

09 

10 

285 

00 

04 

50 

286 

00 

01 

55 

287/5 

00 

06 

14 

287/3 

00 

15 

10 

287/2 

00 

00 

15 

287/4 

00 

09 

60 

287/1 

00 

00 

95 

289/4A 

00 

00 

16 

289/4B 

00 

00 

75 

289/5A 

00 

01 

09 

289/5B 

00 

03 

13 

288/1 

00 

00 

67 

299/1 

00 

08 

33 

299/2 

00 

08 

66 

299/3 

00 

06 

37 

298/1 

00 

00 

82 

298/2 

00 

11 

20 

327/2 

00 

05 

11 

327/1 

00 

06 

87 

327/4 

00 

01 

39 

328 

00 

22 

23 

345/3A 

00 

29 

7! 

343/ID 

00 

25 

15 

343/2F 

00 

04 

57 

343/2E 

00 

16 

48 

343/2D 

00 

10 

07 

343/31 

00 

04 

49 

343/3A 

00 

03 

77 

343/3B 

00 

04 

96 

343/3C 

00 

06 

10 

343/3D 

00 

06 

61 

343/3E 

00 

07 

06 

343/3F 

00 

06 

51 

342/6 

00 

06 

72 
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18 6/1 

00 

01 

77 


186/3 

00 

00 

51 


186/2 

00 

01 

18 


191/1 

00 

28 

18 


191/2 

00 

21 

17 


191/3 

00 

27 

98 


192/3# 

00 

01 

19 


192/31? 

00 

24 

25 

3 ) 

58/2it 


06 

10 


Hcf ^T. 58 4 T]^r 


14 

35 


59/2 


02 

57 


60/4 


51 

35 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

3) (fa#*) 

67/1 

00 

01 

61 


60/3 

00 

02 

11 


61/7 

00 

23 

61 


61/1 

00 

12 

95 


6 6/5 

00 

00 

10 


66/1 

00 

29 

60 


66/2 

00 

17 

10 


65/8 

00 

19 

79 


65/7 

00 

11 

83 


65/5 

00 

10 

50 


69/1 

00 

11 

43 


69/4 

00 

00 

24 


70/2# 

00 

10 

88 


72/5 

00 

06 

71 


72/3 

00 

24 

01 


72/1 

00 

24 

22 


72/2 

00 

08 

44 


71/6 

00 

16 

69 


73/6 

00 

15 

69 


73/7 

00 

00 

23 


73/1 

00 

05 

76 


73/9 

00 

02 

02 


73/8 

00 

02 

73 


73/2 

00 

14 

87 


'T. 90 if T# 

00 

08 

27 


91/2 

00 

04 

48 


91/1 

00 

07 

57 


91/3 

00 

01 

01 


9 1/4tt 

00 

00 

39 


91/4* 

00 

00 

37 

4 ) 

1/1 T RrIT 

00 

05 

95 


1/2tr3 

00 

32 

78 


1/5 

00 

09 

86 


1/4 

00 

16 

96 


1/3 

00 

00 

18 


1/9ii 

00 

00 

75 


1/6 

00 

04 

19 


1/7 

00 

06 

49 


1/8 

00 

08 

66 


8/4 

00 

00 

77 


8/3 

00 

04 

89 


IH' ►< 
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1 

4 ) (ftw) 
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2 

3 

"P - 

5 

8/2 

00 

05 

60 

8/1 

00 

03 

74 

8/7u 

00 

04 

65 

8 /6ti 

00 

03 

21 

8 /6# 

00 

03 

93 

8/67TT 

00 

03 

19 

7/3 

00 

02 

08 

10/1 

00 

04 

08 

10/2 

00 

02 

68 

7/5 

00 

01 

86 

7/4tj 

00 

02 

56 

7/4^ 

00 

04 

01 

7/8 

00 

06 

02 

7/12 

00 

02 

84 

7/11 

00 

09 

01 

7/1 OlJ 

00 

00 

48 

7/10# 

00 

01 

46 

7/10# 

00 

03 

13 

15/8 

00 

03 

10 

15/7 

00 

05 

64 

15/9 

00 

00 

84 

15/17 

00 

07 

97 

14/6 

00 

03 

97 

14/1 

00 

02 

70 

14/2 

00 

03 

43 

16/6 

00 

00 

10 

14/10 

00 

00 

78 

14/3 

00 

02 

00 

14/4 

00 

02 

34 

14/5 

00 

01 

95 

14/12# 

00 

00 

30 

14/1 2tt 

00 

03 

39 

16/9 

00 

01 

59 

16/11 

00 

07 

36 

*3 23 if TRcfT 

00 

01 

88 

24/1 

00 

05 

35 

25/3 

00 

02 

03 

25/4 

00 

04 

34 

25/6 

00 

05 

25 

25/10 

00 

01 

96 

25/9 

00 

04 

06 
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1-i- 

-1-2— 

! 3 


5 

4) iNsrfftffei (ftw) 

25/12 

00 

05 

83 


25/11 

00 

01 

31 


25/14 

00 

00 

57 


25/13 

00 

06 

15 


25/17 

00 

01 

37 


25/16 

00 

03 

16 


25/15 

00 

01 

69 


25/19 

00 

00 

20 


25/20 

00 

00 

10 


25/18 

00 

05 

63 


2 6/17 

00 

00 

10 


52/2u 

00 

02 

26 


52/1 

00 

04 

72 


52/5 

00 

00 

91 


52/4 

00 

05 

28 


52/9 

00 

00 

28 


52/8 

00 

08 

57 


52/7* 

00 

00 

10 


52/13 

00 

00 

87 


52/14 

00 

00 

16 


52/12 

00 

06 

64 


52/11 

00 

07 

25 


52/10* 

00 

00 

55 


52/10* 

00 

01 

49 


51/1 

00 

26 

01 


48/6 

00 

02 

19 


48/11 

00 

07 

17 


48/10 

00 

00 

30 


48/13 

00 

02 

03 


48/14ii 

00 

01 

54 


48/15ti 

00 

01 

04 


48/15* 

00 

00 

86 


48/14* 

00 

01 

43 


48/16 

00 

11 

06 


48/20 

00 

01 

26 


48/19 

00 

10 

71 


60/12*2 

00 

17 

47 


61/5it 

00 

02 

93 


61/4 

00 

07 

58 


61/3 

00 

12 

16 


61/2 

00 

10 

42 


' 'Mi •' 


14 








[*TFTII—T3^3(ii)] 


*TRxT TTim : 20, 2010/^Tf^T 29, 1932 


8005 


■ 



—.. 

— 

1 

1 2 

i 3 

1 4 

5 

4) 

61/1 

00 

05 

41 


67/14 

00 

00 

44 


62 

00 

08 

60 


66/5 

00 

04 

14 


66/6 

00 

06 

00 


66/10 

00 

00 

11 


66/11 

00 

00 

84 


fit*. 63^^ 

00 

18 

66 


pTfT^T. T^l. -14014/84/201O-^Wfcj 
■?% imr Wl, 33*R 


New Delhi, the 12th November, 2010 


S. O. 2881.— Whereas it appears to Government of India that it is necessary in public interest 
that for transportation of'natural ^as from terminal point of Vijayawada - Nellore - Chennai 
pipeline near Tiruttani in Tamilfchdu to consumers in various parts of the country, Chennai - Tuticorin 
pipeline should be laid by M/s Relogistics Infrastructure Limited; 


And, whereas, it appears to Government of India that for the purpose of laying such pipeline, it 
is necessary to acquire the Right of User in land under which the said pipeline is proposed to be laid 
and which are described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), Government of 
India hereby declares its intention to acquire the Right of User therein; 


Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty-one days from 
the date on which the copies of this notification as published in the Gazette of India under sub-section 
(1) of Section 3 of the said Act, are made available to the general public, object in writing to the 
acquisition of the Right of User therein for laying the pipeline under the land to Shri V.Venkatasubbu, 
Competent Authority, Relogistics Infrastructure Limited, No. 89, Dr. RadhaKrishnan Salai, 6th Floor, 
Mylapore, Chennai - 600004,Tamil Nadu State. 
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Schedule 




Taluk:Kallakkurichchi 

District: VHIupuram 

State :Tamil Nadu 


Village 

Survey No./Sub-Division No. 

Area to be acquired for HoU 



Hec 

Are 

C-Are 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1) Padarampallam 

40/2 

00 

10 

08 

40/3 

00 

07 

91 

44/1 

00 

11 

54 

44/2 

00 

10 

08 

44/3 

00 

06 

88 

45/1 

00 

32 

70 

46 

00 

17 

83 

45/2 

00 

02 

21 

2) Tengiyanattam 

115/3 

00 

15 

39 

115/2 

00 

08 

47 

115/4 

00 

03 

77 

115/1 

00 

44 

52 

90/2 A 

00 

04 

00 

90/1 

00 

20 

97 

90/2 B 

00 

13 

67 

90/4 

00 

04 

92 

91/1 

00 

28 

72 

91/15B 

00 

00 

11 

91/15A 

00 

20 

83 

89/7 

00 

09 

03 

93/1 

00 

08 

28 

93/2 

00 

09 

88 

93/3 

00 

10 

55 

94/1A 

00 

03 

50 

94/IB 

00 

04 

60 

87 

00 

01 

07 

85/1 

00 

15 

01 

85/2A 

00 

31 

08 

85/2B 

00 

07 

97 

94/2 

00 

00 

10 

84/3 

00 

11 

45 

84/2B 

00 

02 

37 

14/2 A 

00 

07 

78 

14/2BI 

00 

01 

85 

33/1A 

00 

02 

93 

33/1B2 

00 

03 

03 

33/4B 

00 

05 

50 


I I I II 
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i 1 

1 5 1 

3 

4 

5 

2) Tengiyanattam (Contd) 

15/1 

00 

11 

37 


32/40 

00 

09 

83 


15/3 

00 

13 

08 


15/2 A 

00 

11 

69 


16 

00 

06 

76 


17/3 

00 

01 

73 


17/4 

00 

32 

20 


17/2 

00 

00 

10 


19/2A 

00 

17 

73 


18/3A 

00 

04 

59 


I9/2B 

00 

13 

45 


18/3B 

00 

03 

48 


18/3C 

00 

08 

14 


19/4 A 

00 

12 

69 


19/4B 

00 

19 

45 


Road in Survey No.25/2 

00 

01 

87 


Road in Survey No.26/2A 

00 

00 

44 


26/2B 

00 

04 

27 


25/1 

00 

31 

27 

3) Teqjettiyandal 

59/1A 

00 

00 

10 


59/2 

00 

05 

47 


60/2 

00 

22 

53 


60/3A 

00 

01 

71 


60/4 

00 

12 

74 


60/7 

00 

13 

14 


60/6 

00 

09 

05 


60/5 

00 

00 

60 


58/14 

00 

01 

82 


58/13 

00 

02 

32 


58/2 

00 

03 

06 


58/8 

00 

04 

64 


58/4 

00 

10 

57 


.58/5 

00 

17 

16 


61/5 

00 

05 

39 


61/16 

00 

11 

83 


61/17 

00 

16 

92 


61/15 

00 

03 

27 


61/11 

00 

15 

09 


61/10 

00 

21 

26 


Nala in Survey No.61/12 

00 

01 

43 


61/21 

00 

02 

42 


4322 Gt/10—16 
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i i 2 n 

3 | 

4 

5 

3) Ten settiyandal (Contd) 61/24 

00 

25 

90 

61/23 

00 

08 

13 

62/15 

00 

17 

66 

62/14 

00 

03 

85 

62/13 

00 

21 

89 

62/12 

00 

11 

21 

62/10 

00 

26 

83 

62/8 

00 

26 

49 

62/6 

00 

05 

18 

62/7 

00 

10 

32 

62/4 

00 

41 

89 

62/3 

00 

07 

84 

199/9 

00 

16 

16 

199/6 

00 

02 

44 

199/7 

00 

15 

04 

199/8 

00 

01 

19 

199/27 

00 

13 

26 

199/26 

00 

03 

40 

200/14 

00 

02 

39 

200/3 

00 

20 

86 

200/13 

00 

03 

95 

200/2 

00 

04 

47 

200/9 

00 

02 

12 

200/8 

00 

08 

33 

204/2 

00 

17 

51 

204/4 

00 

13 

60 

204/5 

00 

03 

23 

204/6 

00 

00 

26 

204/7 

00 

00 

91 

204/9 

00 

01 

93 

204/8 

00 

08 

65 

205/17 

00 

13 

76 

205/16 

00 

01 

21 

Road in Survey No.205/2 

00 

00 

54 

205/13 

00 

01 

52 

205/14 

00 

04 

07 

205/15 

00 

16 

62 

205/1 

00 

04 

62 

4) Maravanattam 162/14 


17 

63 

160/IB 


03 

33 

162/1A 


06 

40 


IMl l> 
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1 

2 

3 

4 _L 

5 

4) Maravanattam (Contd) 

160/3 

00 

12 

87 


160/10 

00 

09 

19 


160/11 

00 

09 

56 


160/12 A 

00 

06 

59 


160/4A 

00 

00 

49 

5) Takarai 

108 

00 

51 

81 


107/2 

00 

21 

46 


106 

00 

30 

38 


111/3 

(X) 

02 

29 


111/4 

00 

26 

06 


103/1C 

00 

03 

59 


111/2B 

00 

01 

82 


103/1A 

00 

19 

85 


103/IB 

00 

00 

88 


Nala in Survey No. 102 

00 

06 

99 


97/5 

00 

06 

72 


97/4 

00 

00 

58 


97/8 

00 

06 

09 


97/7B 

(X) 

07 

72 


97/7 A 

00 

01 

43 


97/6 

00 

01 

46 


97/12 

00 

03 

48 


97/11 

00 

03 

87 


97/10 

00 

04 

78 


97/9 

00 

07 

57 


Road in Survey No.96 

00 

08 

50 


92/5C 

00 

00 

63 


92/6C 

00 

03 

34 


92/7 

00 

05 

29 


92/9B 

00 

08 

35 


92/9A 

00 

03 

01 


92/8 

00 

02 

78 


92/10A 

00 

08 

79 


92/10E 

00 

14 

83 


88/1 

00 

00 

59 


92/1 OB 

00 

01 

56 


92/IOC 

00 

04 

88 


92/10D 

00 

04 

47 


Channel in Survey No.91 

00 

03 

36 


88/2 

00 

00 

10 


89/11 

00 

06 

20 
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_1 

5) Takarai (Contd) 


2 

89/12 

90 

89/1 OB 
73/P 
89/10C 
89/9 
73/1B2 
73/1B1 
73/1A 

Road in Survey No.76 

80 

79 

78 

40/1 

40/2B 

40/2A 

40/3 

44/41 

44/4J 

40/4 

Road in Survey No.41 

44/5 B 

44/10 

44/9 

44/8 

43/2 

Road in Survey No.43/1 

54/3 

54/2 

54/1 

47 

54/5 

5 4/4 A 

54/4B 

53/1A 

52/4C2 

52/7D 

52/7C 

52/1 OH 

52/10G 

52/7B 


3 4 n 5 


00 

14 

61 

00 

11 

24 

00 

01 

42 

00 

00 

50 

00 

08 

34 

00 

04 

75 

00 

18 

10 

00 

01 

96 

00 

15 

66 

00 

04 

65 

00 

51 

40 

00 

00 

49 

00 

07 

26 

00 

02 

06 

00 

13 

11 

00 

02 

05 

00 

09 

73 

00 

00 

81 

00 

00 

91 

00 

00 

93 

00 

01 

51 

00 

14 

75 

00 

00 

10 

00 

06 

05 

00 

18 

11 

00 

09 

09 

00 

07 

60 

00 

00 

96 

00 

12 

52 

00 

14 

15 

00 

14 

37 

00 

04 

76 

00 

06 

96 

00 

1 1 

55 

00 

02 

62 

00 

04 

57 

00 

09 

81 

00 

06 

74 

00 

(X) 

16 

00 

03 

28 

00 

00 

40 
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c 

1 

1 2 

3 

f—4— 

I 5 

5) 

Takarai (Contd) 

52/7A 

00 

00 

15 



52/10A 

00 

01 

59 



52/101 

00 

00 

85 



52/IOF 

00 

01 

04 



52/IOE 

00 

01 

63 



52/10B 

00 

01 

15 



52/10D 

00 

02 

36 



52/10C 

00 

12 

63 



52/9 

00 

04 

74 



52/13 

00 

05 

37 



52/12B 

00 

08 

20 



19/4 

00 

04 

81 



19/2 

00 

02 

58 



19/3 

00 

15 

85 



20 

00 

26 

46 



22/1 

00 

03 

85 



22/2A 

00 

23 

73 



22/3E 

00 

00 

61 



Road in Survey No.22/2B 

00 

01 

85 



22/2C 

00 

00 

35 



22/3C 

00 

19 

96 



22/4 

00 

08 

50 



23 

00 

12 

41 



24/2 

00 

23 

71 



24/3 

00 

28 

35 



24/1 

00 

05 

66 

6) 

Kallanattam 

I46/1A 

00 

17 

85 



146/ IB 

00 

04 

47 



147/1A 

00 

32 

18 



147/1B 

00 

08 

40 



133/1 

00 

03 

89 



133/2 

00 

45 

54 



133/3 

00 

04 

56 



132/3D 

00 

17 

80 



132/3A 

00 

01 

90 



132/3B 

00 

01 

32 



132/3C 

00 

00 

27 



132/2C 

00 

02 

32 



132/2B 

00 

12 

86 



132/2A 

00 

01 

77 



132/1 

00 

06 

07 
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1 1 

1 ^ 


4 

_J_ 1 

5) Kallanattam (Contd) 

134/1 

00 

07 

40 


134/2 

00 

03 

05 


136/1 

00 

01 

44 


126 

00 

02 

43 


137 

00 

02 

27 


125/1 

00 

09 

62 


125/2 

00 

00 

10 


122/2 

00 

14 

67 


122/3 

00 

03 

26 


122/1 

00 

26 

58 


121/6B 

00 

11 

09 


121/6A 

00 

09 

17 


121/8 

00 

02 

54 


121/5 

00 

11 

20 


121/4C 

00 

08 

65 


121/4A 

00 

00 

97 


121/4B 

00 

01 

52 


121/3 A 

00 

05 

32 


121/3B 

00 

07 

55 


119 

00 

06 

74 


113/3 

00 

12 

02 


113/4 

00 

07 

64 


115/1A3 

00 

24 

77 


115/LB 

00 

00 

10 


115/1A1 

00 

17 

18 


102/4D 

00 

13 

16 


Road in Survey No.l02/4A 

00 

02 

65 


102/2 

00 

00 

10 


102/3 

00 

23 

16 


49/7 

00 

00 

18 


49/6 

00 

05 

77 


49/5 

00 

10 

67 


49/4B 

00 

00 

38 


49/15 

00 

05 

59 


49/14B 

00 

05 

56 


49/14A 

00 

03 

39 


49/3 

00 

11 

39 


49/12 

00 

11 

07 


50/14A 

00 

01 

81 


50/14B 

00 

02 

32 


50/13B2A 

00 

03 

20 
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1 

J 

2" 

1 3 1 

4 

T 5 I 

6) Kallanattam (Contd) 

5Q/I3B1 


00 

00 

89 


50/8B 


00 

04 

56 


50/9 


00 

03 

64 


50/10 


00 

04 

59 


50/11 


00 

01 

49 


51/21 


00 

00 

39 


51/22 


00 

1! 

01 


50/12 


00 

00 

10 


51/2 A 


00 

02 

28 


Nala in Survey No.64 

00 

08 

69 


65/4B 


00 

31 

45 


65/5 


00 

08 

62 


65/3 


00 

00 

12 


66/2 


00 

17 

38 


66/3 


00 

14 

59 


75/5 


00 

21 

41 


75/4 


00 

00 

57 


75/6 


00 

35 

75 


74/1 


00 

17 

08 

Taluk:Sankarapuram 

District: Villupuram 

State:TamH Nadu 

1) Cholambattu 
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12/6 


00 

02 

77 


12/1 


00 

14 

26 


12/2 


00 

11 

74 


12/3 


00 

05 

42 


12/4 


00 

05 

58 


15/2 


00 

02 

11 


15/1 


00 

06 

67 


15/3 


00 

06 

16 


15/4 


00 

06 

57 


15/5 


00 

05 

63 


16/lu 


00 

17 

96 
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5) ftrtjlqw g (fa#*) 


11/1 

22 

19/ Itt 
21 / 2 # 
21 / 2 # 
21 / 2 # 
21 / 2 # 
21 / 2 # 

2 1/2n 
21 / 2 # 
21 / 2 ^ 
21 / 2 # 

21/3# 
21/4 
21/5 
21/6 
21/7 
21/9 
21 / 8 # 
21 / 10 # 
21/12 
21/1 Itt 
21 / 11 # 
21 / 11 # 
38/3 
38/2 
38/ Itt 
38/1# 
38/5 
38/6 
38/7 
38/8 
37/10 
37/12 
37/14 
37/15 
37/13 
44/1 
44/2 
44/3 
44/4# 


V29, 1932 

(Part II- 

—Sec. 3(ii)| 

3 

4 

5 

00 

85 

04 

00 

06 

46 

00 

01 

27 

00 

04 

59 

00 

04 

48 

00 

02 

09 

00 

02 

42 

00 

02 

27 

00 

07 

51 

00 

02 

50 

00 

04 

66 

00 

02 

94 

00 

06 

38 

00 

05 

78 

00 

03 

46 

00 

03 

44 

00 

03 

75 

00 

02 

65 

00 

01 

67 

00 

04 

17 

00 

05 

10 

00 

04 

44 

00 

03 

50 

00 

03 

24 


i l»|i I' 
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1 

2 

3 

■ 4 

5 

5) fotigVlWg 

44/4*t 

00 

02 

28 


43/1# 

00 

01 

83 


43/2tr 

00 

02 

65 


43/2# 

00 

02 

07 


43/3 

00 

02 

51 


43/7# 

00 

00 

59 


43/7*t 

00 

01 

97 


43/7# 

00 

10 

69 


43/6u 

00 

00 

19 


43/6# 

00 

01 

50 


43/6# 

00 

03 

96 


43/10*1 

00 

05 

79 


43/6# 

00 

06 

39 


49 

00 

00 

71 

6 ) MKMIJJW 

84/1 

00 

00 

59 


# ^T. 85/2 if ^MT 

00 

04 

72 


85/1# 

00 

29 

95 


85/1tt 

00 

00 

85 


85/1# 

00 

00 

11 


86/4 

00 

00 

10 


8 6/10 

00 

10 

86 


8 6/5 

00 

00 

25 


8 6/6 

00 

17 

72 


86/2# 

00 

06 

42 


^ 87 ^ WJT 

00 

02 

91 


98/5 

00 

04 

15 


89/lu 

00 

04 

36 


98/6 

00 

10 

65 


9 8/4# 2 

00 

02 

19 


89/3*1 

00 

00 

48 


98/2 

00 

17 

49 


98/8 

00 

00 

54 


97/6*1 

00 

05 

38 


97/6# 

00 

00 

89 


97/5 

00 

14 

25 


97/3 

00 

00 

70 


97/7*t 

00 

05 

19 


97/4ij 

00 

12 

05 


97/2u 

00 

02 

20 


97 / 1 # TT^TT 

00 

01 

70 


»T. 96 ^ ^MT 

00 

02 

80 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 ) d<) 

93/9 

00 

00 

10 


93/3 

00 

18 

24 


93/2 

00 

01 

88 


93/4 

00 

26 

33 


93/7 

00 

00 

31 


93/1 

00 

15 

35 


94 

00 

37 

88 

1) 

Tff T. 1/1 $ 3MT 

00 

12 

52 

2/14 

00 

02 

73 


2/21 

00 

01 

82 


2/17 

00 

16 

24 


2/15U 

00 

02 

21 


2/18 

00 

01 

16 


2/16# 

00 

05 

44 


2/1 6tr 

00 

02 

57 


2/15# 

00 

00 

19 


2/20 

00 

21 

78 


3 

00 

03 

11 


4/3 

00 

00 

51 


6/1 

00 

15 

36 


6/2# 

00 

03 

06 


6/2# 

00 

17 

13 


6/4# 

00 

03 

59 


6/4tr 

00 

07 

21 


6/5 

00 

05 

95 


5/3# 2 

00 

01 

27 


5/4# 

00 

01 

61 


5/4itw 

00 

00 

83 


5/6 

00 

00 

94 


5/4^- 

00 

05 

01 


5/43# 

00 

04 

99 


5/4trg 

00 

01 

87 


5/4f 

00 

00 

10 


5/5 

00 

23 

37 


7 

00 

02 

40 


9/6 

00 

15 

11 


9/7 

00 

17 

28 


9/3tr 

00 

00 

18 


9/3# 

00 

03 

11 


9/8 

00 

06 

32 


9/3# 

00 

03 

29 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

7 ) 

9/9 

00 

00 

10 


9/4ij 

00 

08 

64 


9/4# 

00 

03 

98 


9/4# 

00 

03 

79 


9/5 

00 

11 

13 


10/2 

00 

00 

26 


10/1 

00 

29 

59 


10/4 

00 

06 

72 


10/5 

00 

01 

02 


11/3 

00 

01 

22 


11/It! 

00 

03 

03 


11 /1# 

00 

02 

77 


11 /1# 

00 

01 

17 


11/2 

00 

01 

60 


83 

00 

13 

83 


134/10 

00 

06 

46 


134/9 

00 

00 

24 


134/7 

00 

06 

17 


134/11# 

00 

17 

44 


134/12# 

00 

00 

74 


134/1 In 

00 

01 

78 


134/12n 

00 

16 

69 


135/7n 

00 

03 

02 


135/7# 

00 

06 

32 


135/7# 

00 

03 

13 


135/8 

00 

00 

67 


135/6 

00 

13 

26 


135/4 

00 

00 

10 


135/5(! 

00 

05 

46 


135/5# 

00 

11 

68 


136/1 

00 

16 

15 


136/2 

00 

14 

29 


137/1 

00 

05 

82 


137/4 

00 

26 

55 


137/3 

00 

03 

70 


137/8 

00 

12 

18 


137/5tt 

00 

00 

17 


137/5# 

00 

04 

71 


137/6 

00 

17 

67 


137/7 

00 

00 

10 


138/1 

00 

01 

20 
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1 

2 

l 3 _ 

Li_ 

_LL_1 

T) HmII^ (ftw<) 

139/1 

00 

02 

77 


138/4 

00 

03 

40 


139/2# 

00 

14 

32 


139/3 

00 

23 

87 


139/4 

00 

26 

00 


139/5 

00 

20 

94 


140 

00 

32 

96 


141 

00 

11 

84 


142/2u 

00 

00 

31 


142/2^1 

00 

20 

63 


142/2# 

00 

09 

78 


142/6tnfi 

00 

02 

29 


142/5 

00 

00 

10 

8 ) 

36/Itt 

00 

16 

99 

36/3it 

00 

01 

86 


36/3# 

00 

01 

79 


36/3# 

00 

01 

96 


36/2 

00 

10 

28 


36/3# 

00 

05 

72 


36/3? 

00 

00 

22 


36/4^2 

00 

05 

84 


36/4# 

00 

27 

03 


36/4# 

00 

21 

02 


36/1# 

00 

03 

28 


39/3# 

00 

02 

55 


39/3tr2 

00 

27 

41 


39/3it 1 

00 

01 

68 


39/5 

00 

21 

15 


39/6 

00 

14 

75 


41/8 

00 

04 

14 


41/4tj 

00 

02 

46 


41/9 

00 

03 

83 


41/1 Otj 

00 

01 

62 


41/4# 

00 

05 

27 


41/10# 

00 

05 

44 


41/1 Iit 

00 

04 

17 


41/11# 

00 

02 

61 


41/12 

00 

06 

81 


41/7 

00 

06 

62 


44/10 

00 

09 

48 


44/11 

00 

08 

69 


<n 


in' »> 
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1 

2 

1 

M 

[ » I 

8 ) 3^5 (PKrrc) 

44/12 

00 

09 

87 


44/13# 

00 

08 

71 


44/IStt 

00 

12 

25 


44/15# 

00 

05 

92 


44/15# 

00 

05 

77 


44/17 

00 

02 

50 


44/8# 

00 

02 

93 


46/5 

00 

07 

13 


46/4 

00 

04 

15 


*3*. 46/7 if Jm 

00 

03 

26 


47/20 

00 

04 

36 


46/17# 

00 

11 

17 


47/6 

00 

02 

59 


4 6/18 

00 

33 

32 


47/7 

00 

01 

41 


47/1 3tt 

00 

00 

37 


46/20 

00 

18 

35 


47/13# 

00 

00 

65 


56/6 

00 

27 

93 


55/2 

00 

05 

61 


55/4 

00 

12 

14 


55/6ir 

00 

00 

10 


55/5u 

00 

07 

60 


55/5# 

00 

09 

51 


55/7 

00 

11 

22 


55/8# 

00 

10 

19 


62 

00 

02 

76 


67/5# 

00 

06 

27 


67/3 

00 

01 

40 


67/4 

00 

00 

47 


67/7# 

00 

01 

43 


67/8# 

00 

01 

11 


67/10# 

00 

01 

65 


67/13*7 

00 

01 

13 


72/1 

00 

08 

92 


72/2 

00 

00 

55 


67/17 

00 

00 

10 


69/1 

00 

04 

44 


69/7 

00 

05 

47 


69/9 

00 

06 

42 


69/2 

00 

03 

00 
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1 

2 

JL? 

4 

mm\ 

8) 

69/8 



36 


69/6 

00 

01 

81 


69/5# 

00 

10 

39 


69/5# 

00 

12 

85 


70/1# 

00 

18 

92 


90 

00 


83 


92/3 

00 

12 

40 


92/2 

00 


53 


pFT U -14014/84/201 


New Delhi, the 12th November, 2010 

S. O. 2882.—Whereas it appears To Government of India that it is necessary in public interest 
that for transportation of Natural §as from terminal point of Vijayawada - Nellore - Chennai 
pipeline near Tiruttani in Tamilhhdu to consumers in various parts of the country, Chennai - Tuticorin 
pipeline should be laid by M7s Relogistics Infrastructure Limited; 


And, whereas, it appears to Government of India that for the purpose of laying such pipeline, it 
is necessary to acquire the Right of User in land under which the said pipeline is proposed to be laid 
and which are described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), Government of 
India hereby declares its intention to acquire the Right of User therein; 


Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty-one days from 
the date on which the copies of this notification as published in the Gazette of India under sub-section 
(l) of Section 3 of the said Act, are made available to the general public, object in writing to the 
acquisition of the Right of User therein for laying the pipeline under the land to Shri V.Venkatasubbu, 
Competent Authority, Relogistics Infrastructure Limited, No. 89, Dr. RadhaKrishnan Salai, 6th Floor, 
Mylapore, Chennai - 600004,Tamil Nadu State. 










[ f ill— Tg *?3(i i)]__TOrT ^7 TTsm ; 20, 2010/4nfrPF 29,1932 

Schedule 


Taiuk:Sankarapuram 

Oistrict;Villupuram 

StaterTamii Nadu 

Village 

Survey No./Sub-Division No. 

Area to be acquired for RoU 



Hec 

Are 

C-Are 

L_ 1 

2 

3 

4 


1) Periyakolliyur 

9/6A 

00 

07 

40 


9/6B 

00 

22 

28 


I0/1C 

00 

06 

73 


10/ID 

00 

03 

92 


10/IE 

00 

04 

93 


10/2 

00 

03 

78 


9/1 

00 

23 

14 


10/4 

00 

16 

37 


Ii/lC 

00 

31 

10 


11/1B 

00 

00 

74 


1 I/ID 

00 

13 

54 


11/12A1 

00 

04 

51 


11/14B 

00 

06 

32 


22 

00 

04 

01 


23/IB 

00 

06 

40 


23/5 

00 

03 

71 


23/4 

00 

03 

19 


23/3 

00 

00 

95 


23/6 

00 

08 

98 


23/9 

00 

03 

66 


23/10 

00 

03 

91 


23/8 

00 

10 

89 


24/5 

00 

00 

10 


24/4 

00 

06 

04 


24/3 

00 

03 

01 


21 

00 

07 

55 


20 

00 

37 

79 


19/2 

00 

21 

16 


19/1 

00 

01 

25 


62/IB 

00 

00 

30 


63/1 

00 

06 

30 


18 

00 

00 

39 

63/2B 

00 

16 

21 

63/2A 

00 

26 

57 

63/3A 

00 

08 

75 

63/3B 

00 

20 

10 

Nala in Survey No.63/5 

00 

22 

20 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

|) Pcriyakoliiyur (Contd) 

63/4 

00 

06 

23 

65/11A 

00 

02 

76 

65/12 

00 

20 

28 

65/1 IB 

00 

00 

10 

65/10 

00 

21 

55 

65/9 

00 

00 

10 

66/8 B 

00 

25 

83 

66/8C 

00 

15 

59 

66/10 

00 

05 

27 

66/11 

00 

06 

60 

66/9 

00 

05 

36 

Nala in Survey No.83 

00 

03 

29 

84/2 

00 

06 

03 

84/1A 

00 

04 

77 

84/3 A 

00 

05 

86 

84/IB 

00 

07 

24 

84/3 B 

00 

01 

57 

84/9C 

00 

10 

83 

84/9B 

00 

21 

54 

Road in Survey No.86/1 

00 

08 

27 

86/6 

00 

02 

57 

86/3A 

00 

06 

96 

86/2 

00 

23 

87 

88/4 

00 

07 

95 

88/6 

00 

17 

18 

88/5 

00 

06 

78 

89/2 

00 

14 

16 

Nala in Survey No.89/l 

00 

04 

90 

93/5 B 

00 

03 

03 

93/6 

00 

30 

53 

91/2 

00 

36 

34 

91/1 

00 

02 

88 

91/3 A 

00 

04 

77 

91/3B1 

00 

11 

83 

91/3B2 

00 

30 

01 

102/3C 

00 

17 

00 

102/4B 

00 

13 

32 

102/8 

00 

14 

72 

102/11 

00 

06 

72 

102/10 

00 

22 

32 

103/6 A 

00 

30 

50 


' HIM 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1) 

Periyakolliyur (Contd) 

I03/6B 

00 

03 

70 



I03/6C 

00 

45 

50 



111/3 

00 

01 

15 



111/2 

00 

10 

15 



111/5B 

00 

18 

95 



111/5A 

00 

19 

36 



111/IB 

00 

00 

15 



129/1 

00 

24 

07 



111/6 A6 

00 

06 

28 



111/6B6 

00 

07 

93 



111/6B7 

00 

11 

89 



130/1 

00 

00 

29 



131/1F 

00 

24 

82 



131/IE 

00 

13 

78 



130/2 

00 

27 

39 



145/2 

00 

17 

99 



145/3 A 

00 

03 

61 



145/3B 

00 

20 

08 



145/5 

00 

06 

43 



145/4 

00 

15 

97 



150/1A 

00 

07 

92 



150/1J 

00 

05 

48 



150/1K 

00 

05 

28 



150/1L 

00 

06 

31 



150/2B 

00 

22 

17 



149/7 

00 

15 

63 



149/8 A 

00 

31 

69 



J49/8B 

00 

06 

60 



147/1A 

00 

00 

64 



147/IB 

00 

02 

35 



147/3 

00 

04 

45 



147/4 

00 

31 

02 



147/2F 

00 

00 

53 

2) 

Ariyalur 

76/1B1 

00 

00 

71 



76/1A 

00 

46 

68 



76/2 

00 

02 

58 



76/5 

00 

03 

28 



76/3 

00 

00 

29 



78/3B 

00 

04 

43 



7 8/3 A 

00 

14 

47 



78/2B 

00 

24 

72 
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1 

2 


4 

1 5 

2) Ariyalur (Contd) 

7 8/2 A 

00 

00 

58 

79/4 

00 

27 

98 

79/3 

00 

09 

82 

79/2 

00 

06 

09 

80/7 

00 

00 

39 

80/4 

00 

03 

85 

80/1 

00 

07 

84 

80/2 

00 

24 

76 

80/3 

00 

30 

21 

81/2 

00 

01 

39 

82 

00 

08 

17 

83/2 

00 

19 

54 

83/3 

00 

09 

14 

83/1 

00 

21 

49 

83/8 

00 

05 

87 

3) Varagur 

6I/1R3 

00 

02 

55 

61/1R2 

00 

01 

23 

61/1R4 

00 

04 

52 

6 I/I S1 

00 

00 

10 

61/1S2 

00 

02 

86 

61/IT1 

00 

01 

22 

61/IT2 

(X) 

07 

93 

61/IU1 

00 

01 

67 

61/IU3 

00 

04 

79 

61/2 A 

00 

04 

57 

61/2B 

00 

04 

71 

61/2C 

00 

02 

28 

6I/2D 

(X) 

01 

99 

6I/2E 

00 

04 

17 

61/2F 

00 

04 

69 

61/1U5 

00 

01 

43 

61/IN 

00 

06 

81 

61/10 

(X) 

02 

04 

60 

00 

09 

06 

42/4 

00 

05 

32 

42/3B 

00 

05 

67 

42/5 

00 

03 

21 

42/6 

(X) .«v 

03 

24 

4) Timmanandat 

3/2 

(X) 

26 

05 

3/3 

00 

28 

96 

Nala in Survey No.44 

(XI 

59 

07 
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" 

! I 


2 

| 3 

4 

5 

4) Timmanandal (Contd) 

30/4 


00 

00 

76 


30/5 


00 

06 

94 


30/6 


00 

05 

07 


30/7 


00 

01 

40 


30/11 


00 

00 

16 


30/12 


00 

02 

47 


30/13 


00 

03 

25 


30/14 


00 

03 

34 


30/15 


00 

00 

61 


31 


00 

38 

32 


28/4B 


00 

01 

08 


28/5B 


00 

03 

51 


28/6B 


00 

02 

53 


28/8 


00 

07 

35 


28/11A 


00 

02 

77 


28/1 IB 


00 

04 

65 


28/12B 


00 

05 

85 


35/5 


00 

01 

18 


28/14B 


00 

04 

65 


35/6 


00 

02 

02 


27/15 


00 

02 

96 


27/4 


00 

08 

40 


27/5 


00 

00 

27 


27/6 


00 

13 

68 


27/14 


00 

11 

66 


36/2 


00 

01 

49 


26 


00 

07 

20 


37/1 


00 

12 

30 


37/2 


00 

09 

09 


39 


00 

12 

74 

5) Kidangudaiyambattu 

12/6 


00 

02 

77 


12/1 


00 

14 

26 


12/2 


00 

11 

74 


12/3 


00 
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6 

01 

06 

60 


9 

00 

05 

90 


12 

00 

77 

30 


16 

00 

32 

40 


15 

00 

15 

90 


48 

00 

03 

80 


53 

00 

42 

40 


58 

00 

05 

80 


54 

00 

17 

30 


55 

00 

23 

80 


57 

00 

05 

90 


56 

00 

30 

50 


64 

00 

13 

80 


69 

00 

13 

50 


67 

00 

59 

10 


70 

00 

00 

10 


71 

00 

03 

20 


72 

00 

26 

90 


73 

00 

78 

80 


74 

00 

34 

50 


75 

00 

04 

40 


79 

00 

09 

60 


80 

00 

03 

20 


81 

00 

59 

10 


83 

00 

05 

80 


207 

00 

21 

50 


206 

00 

45 

00 


210 

00 

24 

50 


211 

00 

17 

20 


217 

00 

07 

80 


222 

00 

12 

40 


221 

00 

21 

50 


223 

00 

04 

10 


2 27 

00 

34 

60 


4322GI/10—21 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1 ) •WtH'lwJ (PlfcU) 

225 

00 

19 

40 


226 

00 

24 

60 


228 

00 

19 

80 


230 

00 

15 

80 


231 

00 

11 

60 

WStff qrtbFl/ sqPtel^Wxrll 

ter sfjuin 

ATKJ TL'T 



! ) 

TTt Tf diet cjfq ^ 

05 

34 

90 


TTT 'IMwfcbl #1 % 

00 

75 

00 


[FT TL 14014/74/20 


New Delhi, the 12th November, 2010 


S O. 2883.— Whereas it appears to Government of India that it is necessary in public 
interest that for transportation of natural gas from on-shore gas processing terminal at 
Kakinada on East coast of Andhra Pradesh of M/s Reliance Industries Limited to 
consumers in various parts ot the country, Vijayawada-Nellore-Chennai pipeline should 
be laid by M/s Relogistics Infrastructure Limited; 

And, whereas, it appears to Government of India that for the purpose ot laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the Right of User in land under which the said pipeline 
is proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 
(50 of 1962). Government of India hereby declares its intention to acquire the Right of 
User therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty-one 
days from the date on which the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India under sub-section (1) ot Section 3 ot the said Act, are made available to the general 
public, object in writing to the acquisition of the Right of User therein for laying the 
pipeline under the land to Shri M.A. Gaffar, Competent Authority, Relogistics 
Infrastructure Limited, House No. 59-1-18/3, Opp Road to Maries Stella college. Bus 
route No. 5, Ramachandra Nagar, Vijayawada - 520 008, Krishna District, Andhra 
Pradesh State. 


inn 


Jil 
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[*1PTII—T3<JS3(ii)] 'iTRcT^TTI^m : 20, 2010/ + !^+ 29, 1932 

Schedule 


Mandal/Tehsil/Taluk:Mudinepalli 

D5strict:Krishna 

State:Andhra Pradesh 

Village 

Survey No./Sub-Division No, 

Area to be acquired for RoU 



Hec 

Are 

C-Are 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1) Guraza 

379/1 

00 

01 

17 

379/2 

00 

07 

41 

371 

00 

41 

66 

368 

00 

09 

24 

372 

00 

13 

36 

367/2 

00 

18 

80 

366 

00 

29 

36 

365/3 

00 

02 

74 

365/2 

00 

37 

08 

364 

00 

07 

70 

363 

00 

00 

75 

362/1 

00 

52 

75 

365/1 

00 

02 

01 

359/1 

00 

10 

88 

358 

00 

01 

35 

206/2D 

00 

01 

63 

206/2E 

00 

04 

40 

206/2F 

00 

09 

53 

206/2G 

00 

10 

45 

206/3 

00 

13 

62 

206/4 

00 

04 

30 

193 

00 

00 

80 

207 

00 

04 

13 

249/1 

00 

30 

66 

251 

00 

27 

26 

252/1 

00 

36 

80 

252/2 

00 

05 

13 

248/2 

00 

03 

70 

247/2B 

00 

71 

04 

247/2A 

00 

07 

29 

245/1 

00 

06 

47 

245/2 

00 

01 

55 

244 

00 

11 

70 

264 

00 

05 

76 

263 

00 

00 

10 

288/4 

00 

00 

22 

288/3 

00 

08 

39 
















|[’ail I! See. 3(ii)| 


8050 THE GAZETTE OE INDIA : NOVEMBER20, 2010/KARTIKA29.1932 


1 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1) (luraza (Conld) 

288/2 

00 

13 

48 

288/1 

00 

32 

18 

286/14 

00 

09 

78 

286/13 

00 

00 

18 

287 

00 

22 

05 

285/1 

00 

11 

81 

285/3 

00 

21 

38 

285/2 

00 

12 

19 

284/1 

00 

02 

80 

284/3 

00 

18 

93 

284/2 

00 

30 

40 

Mandal/Tehsil/Taluk:Pamarru 

District:Krishna 

State:Andhra Pradesh 

1) Pam a itu 

902 

00 

00 

81 

903 

00 

07 

21 

904/4B 

00 

00 

10 

904/4C 

00 

03 

94 

9 04/4E 

00 

05 

75 

904/5 

00 

13 

96 

904/6C 

00 

25 

26 

906 

00 

00 

98 

905 

00 

18 

32 

907/1C 

00 

20 

06 

907/ID 

00 

00 

46 

907/IB 

00 

03 

04 

892 

00 

06 

38 

891 

00 

06 

73 

890/5 A 

00 

22 

55 

890/5 B 

00 

15 

50 

890/5D 

00 

02 

74 

890/5C 

00 

03 

06 

890/IB 

00 

07 

30 

890/4 

00 

05 

98 

890/3 

00 

00 

89 

886/ID 

00 

00 

58 

886/1C 

00 

03 

57 

886/IB 

00 

19 

76 

886/1A 

00 

06 

99 

886/2B 

00 

00 

29 

886/2A 

00 

09 

53 

884/1B 

00 

26 

67 

867/4 

00 

09 

86 

867/5A 

00 

04 

31 

867/5B 

00 

02 

64 








['qFTIl— W¥3(ii)] TO wm : WTO 20, 2010/^TfrRF. 29, I 932 8051 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1} Pamarru (Conid) 

867/6 

00 

01 

02 

876 

00 

09 

31 

867/3 

00 

08 

12 

867/2 

00 

17 

48 

866 

00 

00 

85 

859 

00 

12 

48 

860/6 

00 

00 

37 

870 

00 

30 

30 

858/1 

00 

01 

02 

858/3 

00 

04 

81 

858/2A 

00 

05 

77 

8 5 8/2 B 

00 

21 

84 

85 6/2C 

00 

00 

32 

856/2B 

00 

15 

38 

856/2A 

00 

05 

80 

855/3 

00 

23 

77 

854/1C 

00 

12 

20 

854/1D 

00 

10 

97 

854/2 

00 

00 

39 

845 

00 

32 

82 

811 

00 

01 

02 

844 

00 

04 

28 

835/1 

00 

16 

46 

835/2 

00 

20 

88 

834/1 

00 

00 

10 

834/3 

00 

00 

89 

834/4 

00 

19 

70 

834/5 

00 

05 

74 

834/6 

00 

02 

76 

826/1 

00 

01 

53 

826/4C 

00 

16 

90 

834/7 

00 

00 

59 

826/4B 

00 

01 

60 

836 

00 

12 

53 

592 

00 

1 1 

23 

570 

00 

46 

68 

569/1A1 

00 

18 

08 

569/1A2 

00 

01 

92 

572/3 

00 

07 

58 

573/IB 

00 

16 

11 

573/2B 

00 

16 

21 

573/3 

00 

13 

72 
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' ' '' ' ' 





r 1 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1) Pamami (C’ontd) 

558/2 

00 

00 

31 

558/1 

00 

13 

82 

558/3 

00 

03 

58 

574/6 

00 

05 

19 

558/4 

00 

00 

10 

557/1B 

00 

22 

08 

557/2 

00 

07 

12 

557/3 

00 

13 

88 

556/1 

00 

28 

93 

556/2 

00 

01 

08 

408 

00 

13 

62 

409/5 

00 

17 

80 

409/4 

00 

10 

06 

409/2 

00 

02 


409/1 

00 

00 

if) 

410/4 A 

00 

12 

64 

410 IB 

00 

01 

06 

410/2 

00 

15 

62 

410/3 

00 

00 

87 

41 i/4 

00 

12 

85 

411/3B 

00 

06 

92 

41 1/3 A 

00 

07 

43 

411/2 

00 

14 

53 

412 

00 

11 

20 

429/1 

00 

00 

43 

420 

00 

06 

44 

430/4 

00 

34 

70 

430/2 

00 

00 

68 

428/1 

00 

02 

62 

430/3 

00 

08 

36 

432/3 

00 

09 

06 

4 3 2/4B 

00 

08 

48 

433/1C 

00 

09 

28 

433/3 

00 

09 

49 

439/1 

00 

39 

46 

438 

00 

00 

49 

439/2B 

00 

13 

55 

4 3 9/2 A 

00 

01 

57 

444' 1 A 

00 

00 

10 

445/2 

00 

05 

02 

445.'IB 

00 

09 

01 

445-1A 

00 

09 

61 

- 437/ 5 

00 

01 

33 

437.6 

00 

06 

34 

437/4 

oo 

07 

63 

437/3 

00 

05 

10 

437 2 

00 

16 

33 

43 6M B 

00 

05 

89 





: 20, 2010/^Tf% 29, 1932 
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! 1 

1 

2 1 

3 

4 

1 5 

Mandal/Tehsil/Taluk:Movva 


District: Krishna 

State:Andhra Pradesh 

1) Pedasanagallu 

4 


00 

04 

90 


3 


00 

00 

30 


6 


01 

06 

60 


9 


00 

05 

90 


12 


00 

77 

30 


16 


00 

32 

40 


15 


00 

15 

90 


48 


00 

03 

80 


53 


00 

42 

40 


58 


00 

05 

80 


54 


00 

17 

30 


55 


00 

23 

80 


57 


00 

05 

90 


56 


00 

30 

50 


64 


00 

13 

80 


69 


00 

13 

50 


67 


00 

59 

10 


70 


00 

00 

10 


71 


00 

03 

20 


72 


00 

26 

90 


73 


00 

78 

80 


74 


00 

34 

50 


75 


00 

04 

40 


79 


00 

09 

60 


80 


00 

03 

20 


81 


00 

59 

10 


83 


00 

05 

80 


207 


00 

21 

50 


206 


00 

45 

00 


210 


00 

24 

50 


211 


00 

17 

20 


217 


00 

07 

80 


222 


00 

12 

40 


221 


00 

21 

50 


223 


00 

04 

10 


227 


00 

34 

60 


225 


00 

19 

40 


226 


00 

24 

60 


228 


00 

19 

80 


230 


00 

15 

80 


231 


00 

11 

60 

Mandal/Tehsi l/Taluk: Pamidimukkala 


District:Krishna 

State:Andhra Pradesh 

1) Krishna River 

River between village boundaries 

05 

34 

90 


Between River and Gazullanka Village 

00 

75 

00 


[F. No L-14014/74/2010-GP] 
SNEH P. MADAN, Under Secy. 
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4? fF#, 12 4P47, 2010 

■gfJT. 311. 28S4.-%7rf W 431 #43fc4 4 4? 3TT4SR143 gflfa oITTT % ft) W faTRP HTfe % 

3TRJ 4#1 4 ^ 44 T 7 43|#4P1 fal4 44 WTFR 4 Pi 43 Pf*FT fafal 4 fal4 

3^41441311 445 4145fa45 fal % 4F444 43 fa4, W1 FNINIdkiTd 1IP44344I = £FT I4-144I -A - PTT 7 - 

#4f M1S44T54 faFTf 4141 4lf#l 1 

ynr, 'iqiTrf 431 344 Mlsr-HlS’4 FT314 43 441 A H 43 fal/ 4o 3TT4P143 M r iH "441 1? 143 34 •J'4 4, 14443 

W 344 faSRT 414 431 W % 3TFT 4T 14 3lf^J44T % 4444 afJ4T 4 444 "o, 34414 % 

3lfa47F 431 3144 fa34T 4R; 

443, 314. 4F~4 4434, M3 1 T444 3TF 4P4 41744124 ('# 4 34414 43 34443F 41 3144) 244T44H. 19 6 2 
(1962 44 50 ) 43T 4F1 3 44 34-414 (1) 44 444 341444T 44 #1 4341 pr, 341 344F1 45 344 4. F 44 
3134 43 T 4 43 3144 3mi4 44 4RT41 45P1 “: 

c^i 44 343 31^41 4 4444 'Jjfa 4 F44P o, 34 4FT4 4 f"4 J lP>l 344 3444144 #414 3 

3^_yp-f (1)4^ 31414 4T4 44 43 3lf4 7 F-HT 44 4T44T 41444 4441 431 3MP4 474 4 4 Id I 7, 3447R P4 

43 'J1I4T 'tjfa 43 #4 MISMHISH I43T4 414 43 #F 3WP1 % 344 451 J 43 3444 4 444 4 41 44 .4.44434, 
444 4444314* ^44 f44ri#4fZ44 5p44P* ! FR HR33, 4. 59-1-18/3, HKM P<41 44P4 % 4144 431 44 4, 

44 ^3 4.5, T m ^\ w, f#T44T=T-5 2 0 0 0 8, ^orn ftwi, 31B19P1 444 44 fafaF ^ 4 3444 #4 


44341 




nor.Pl/ wHi’ivu 

4T4 431 414 

4. / 44 itf#T4 4- 

34T.'3l 

# 

il.^. 3tt 
#4 &ag 

T 4># 

M ____ 



|#47 

447 

fa 44T 

1 

2 

------- 

3 

n n 

4 

1 Q 

5 

Q 7 


') 4P1 


105/2 

105/1 

108/1 

108/2 

109 

110 
111 
11 2 
113 

114/1 
114/2 
114/3 
115/1 
115/2 
116/1 
116/2 
123 
1 24 


00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 


06 
00 
17 
07 
13 
15 
15 
1 2 
1 2 
08 
04 
07 
13 
07 
11 
08 
09 
08 


69 
30 
59 
57 
61 
1 6 

70 
93 

71 
49 
75 
51 
04 
11 

83 
75 
19 

84 
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1 

1 

2 | 3 

T7— 

1 5- 

i) (fam) 

125 

00 

09 

52 


126 

00 

17 

59 


147 

00 

18 

97 


146 

00 

17 

70 


151 

00 

18 

94 


152 

00 

17 

03 


154 

00 

18 

75 


155 

00 

17 

13 


162 

00 

36 

76 


168/1 

00 

03 

49 


197 

00 

17 

19 


141/4 

00 

05 

02 


141/2 

00 

08 

17 


141/1 

00 

09 

35 


140/3 

00 

14 

96 


140/2 

00 

11 

91 


140/1 

00 

10 

92 


198/4 

00 

17 

24 


198/2 

00 

04 

61 


198/1 

00 

12 

06 


198/3 

00 

01 

30 


196 

00 

22 

02 


195 

00 

13 

90 


200 

00 

13 

13 


206/2 

00 

25 

74 


205 

00 

16 

54 


2 04/4 

00 

07 

27 


204/3 

00 

08 

58 


204/2 

00 

08 

20 


204/1 

00 

07 

50 


203 

00 

33 

87 


202 

00 

21 

99 


201/2 

00 

06 

01 


2 24/4 

00 

04 

53 


2 24/3 

00 

00 

33 


2 24/5 

00 

24 

81 


247 

00 

16 

76 


245/2 

00 

16 

44 


245/1 

00 

18 

38 


244/7 

00 

34 

68 


244/6 

00 

11 

36 


244/5# 

00 

21 

59 


244/4# 

00 

04 

72 


244/417 

00 

10 

38 


244/3 

00 

29 

38 


244/1 

00 

56 

45 


^.^.-14014/74/201 


4322 Gl/10—22 




8056 


'nil: GAZETTE 01 INDIA : NOVEMBER20, 2010/KARTIKA 29. 1932 
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New Delhi, the 12th November, 2010 

S O 2884. —Whereas it appears to Government of India that it is necessary in public 
interest that for transportation of natural gas from on-shore gas processing terminal a I 
Kakinada on East coast of Andhra Pradesh of M/s Reliance Industries Limiter m 
consumers in various parts of the country, Vijayawada-Nellore-C hennai pipeline should 
be laid by M/s Reloe,istics Inlrastiucture Limited, 

And whereas, it appears to Government of India that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the Right of User in land under which the said pipeline 
is proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 3 ot the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act. - >- 
(50 of 1962), Government of India hereby declares its intention to acquire the Righ o 

User therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty-one 
days from the date on which the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette ot 
India under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the said Act, are made available to the general 
public object in writing to the acquisition of the Right of User therein tor laying e 
pipeline under the land to Shri M.A. Gaffar, Competent Authority, Relogist.es 
Infrastructure Limited, House No. 59-1-18/3, Opp. Road to Maries Stella college. Bus 
route No. 5, Ramachandra Nagar, Vijayawada - 520 008, Krishna District, Andhra 

Pradesh State. 


3LMCUUIC --, 

Mstnrfal /Tehsi1/Taluk:Chirala District:Prakasam— - 

StateiAndhra Pradesh 

Village 

Survey No./Sub-Division No. 

Area to 

be acquire* 

i for RoU 


2 

Hec 

3 

Are 

4 

C-Are 

5 

1 

1) Vada 

107 

105/2 

00 

00 

19 

06 

97 

69 

105/1 

00 

00 

30 

108/1 

00 

17 

59 

108/2 

00 

07 

57 

109 

00 

13 

61 

110 

00 

15 

16 

111 

00 

15 

70 

112 

00 

12 

93 

113 

00 

12 

71 

114/1 

00 

08 

49 

114/2 

00 

04 

75 

114/3 

00 

07 

51 

115/1 

00 

13 

04 

115/2 

00 

07 

11 

116/1 

00 

11 

83 

116/2 

00 

08 

75 

123 

00 

09 

19 

124 

00 

08 

84 

125 

00 

09 

52 

126 

00 

17 

59 

147 

00 

18 

97 


W i> 
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[m ||_TsPTS3(ii)] 'RTCcl ^FT TTSTT? ; W^TC 20, 2010/^rfcPS 29, 1932 


1) Vada (C'ontd) 


2 

-1 3 1 

"1— 1 

5 

146 

00 

17 

70 

151 

00 

18 

94 

152 

00 

17 

03 

154 

00 

18 

75 

155 

00 

17 

13 

162 

00 

36 

76 

168/1 

00 

03 

49 

197 

00 

17 

19 

141/4 

00 

05 

02 

141/2 

00 

08 

17 

141/1 

00 

09 

35 

140/3 

00 

14 

96 

140/2 

00 

11 

91 

140/1 

00 

10 

92 

198/4 

00 

17 

24 

198/2 

00 

04 

61 

198/1 

00 

12 

06 

198/3 

00 

01 

30 

196 

00 

22 

02 

195 

00 

13 

90 

200 

00 

13 

13 

206/2 

00 

25 

74 

205 

00 

16 

54 

204/4 

00 

07 

27 

204/3 

00 

08 

58 

204/2 

00 

08 

20 

204/1 

00 

07 

50 

203 

00 

33 

87 

202 

00 

21 

99 

201/2 

00 

06 

01 

224/4 

00 

04 

53 

224/3 

00 

00 

33 

224/5 

00 

24 

81 

247 

00 

16 

76 

245/2 

00 

16 

44 

245/1 

00 

18 

38 

244/7 

00 

34 

68 

244/6 

00 

11 

36 

244/5B 

00 

21 

59 

244/4B 

00 

04 

72 

244/4A 

00 

10 

38 

244/3 

00 

29 

38 

244/1 

00 

56 

45 


[F. No. L-14014/74/2010-GP] 
SNEH P. MADAN, Under Secy 
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fhFTTT RTTcTR 

22 33^RJ«R, 2010 

chi,3TT, 2885, ,— ‘^?lylPl e F fot°i[ < A 1947 (1947 

^1 14) ^ RR1 17 ^ RR37R TT^TJ^ 
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MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND EMPLOYMENT 

New Delhi, the 22nd October, 2010 

S.O. 2885.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No.42/ 
2007) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court-1, Mumbai now as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employees in relation to the 
management of M/s. ABS Marine Services Pvt. Ltd. and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 15-10-2010. 

[No. L-31011 /2/2007-IR(B-II)] 
D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNALNO. 1, MUMBAI 

JUSTICE MANIK MOHAN SARKAR, 
Presiding Offtcer-in charge 

Reference No, CGIT-1/42 of 2007 

Parties: Employers in relation to the management of 

M/s. ABS Marine Services Pvt. Ltd. 

AND 

T heir Workman 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Management : Absent 

For the workman : Absent 

State : Maharashtra 

Mumbai, dated the 28th day of September, 2010 

AWARD 

I. This is a reference made by the Central 
Government in exercise of its powers under clause (d) of 
sub-section 1 of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 (The Act for short) vide Government of India, Ministry 


| Part II—Sf.c. 3(ii)J 


of Labour, New Delhi Order No. L-3101 l/2/2007-lR(B-ll) dtd. 
5-9-2007. The terms of reference given in the schedule are 
as follows: 

“Whether the action of the management of M/s. ABS 
Marine Services Pvt. Ltd., Mumbai by terminating 
the services of Mr. Ramchandra Tatkare without 
conducting domestic enquiry w.e.f. 19-9-2005 is 
justified? If not, what relief the workman 
Shri Ramchandra Tatkare is entitled to?” 

2. None is present on behalf of cither of the parties. 
This date has been fixed for disposal of the present reference 
in view of the application filed earlier for such disposal on 
the basis of the Memorandum of Settlement. 

3. Notice was issued to the workman concerned and 
the acknowledgement card has been received back alter 
due service of the notice, even then, the workman has not 
appeared. It is presumed that the workman is not interested 
any more to proceed with the present reference in view of 
the Memorandum of Settlement and also in view of the 
application filed to that effect for final disposal of the 
present reference. 

4. Since the workman concerned did not respond to 
the notice served upon him to represent at the time of 
passing order, I do not think that the present reference 
should be pursued any more and it may be disposed of in 
absence of the parties in view of the situation prevailing. 

5. I have gone through the application filed on 
27-1-2009 and it contains signature of the f irst Party and 
also of the signature of the workman concerned, the 
signature of Mr. Thankachan, as Advocate for the f irst 
Party. Since the signature of the workman concerned 
namely Mr. Ramachandra Tatkare has been identified by 
an Advocate with signature but the name of the said learned 
Advocate has not been written. However, since the said 
application bears the signature of the respective panics 
and also the learned Advocate representing them. I have 
got no hesitation to accept the said application for passing 
an order of disposal of the said reference. 

6. In view of the application dtd. 27-1-2009, it appears 
that since the settlement, no Industrial Dispute is prevailing 
and so the present reference is finally disposed of for non¬ 
prosecution, 

7. Award passed accordingly. 

JUSTICE MANIK MOHAN SARKAR, Presiding Officer 

22 2010 
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New Delhi, the 22nd October, 2010 

S.O. 2886.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 137/ 
2000) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court-1, Chandigarh now as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial dispute between the employees in relation to the 
management of Punjab National Bank and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
6 - 10 - 2010 . 

[ No. L-12012/258/99-ER (B-l I)] 
D. S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GYANENDRA KUMAR SHARMA, 
PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOURCOURT-I, 
CHANDIGARH 

Case l.D, No. 137/2000 

Shri Devinder Pal Singh S/o Shri J. Singh, Nai Basti Near 
ITI Chowk, Budhlada Distt, Mansa (Punjab) 

...Applicant 

Versus 

Punjab National Bank, The General Manager, PNB, Regional 
Office-1, Sector-17-B, Chandigarh 

...Respondent 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Workman Shri Yogesh Kumar Aneja 

For the Management Shri N.K. Zakhmi 

AWARD 

Passed on 27-9-2010 

The Government of India vide Notification No. L- 
12012/258/99-IR(B-!l), dated 31-01 -2000 by exercising its 
powers under Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
(the Act in short) has referred the following industrial 
di pute for adjudication to this Tribunal :— 

"Whether the action of the management of Punjab 
National Bank in awarding the punishment of 
dismissal from services to Shri Devinder Pal Singh 
S/o Shri Joginder Singh is legal and just? If not, what 
relief the workman is entitled to and from which 
date ?” 

After receiving the reference, parties were informed. 
Parties appeared and filed their respective pleadings. The 
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parties were primarily heard on the issue of fariness of 
enquiry. The issue on fairness of enquiry was decided by 
this Tribunal vide order dated 10-08-2010. Vide order dated 
10-08-2010 the enquiry was held to be fair, proper and in 
accordance with the rules of principle of natural justice. On 
decision making of the enquiry officer and on quantum of 
punishment both of the parties were afforded the 
opportunity for adducing evidence. The workman declined 
to adduce any evidence on perversity, if any, in decision 
making of the enquiry officer and of the disciplinary 
authority in awarding punishment. Accordingly, the 
evidence of the parties was closed. Parties were heard at 
length along with their learned counsels. File was reserved 
for the award. 

Entire enquiry file which includes the enquiry 
proceedings, enquiry report and the order of the disciplinary 
authority and the appellate authority are on record, 1 have 
perused the entire materials on record. The main issue before 
this Tribunal is whether the enquiry officer has committed 
any error while holding the charge proved against the 
workman. The charge was relating to the stealing a draft 
book, preparing a draft of Rs. 75,000 and get the draft cash 
in the fictitious account opened by the workman in the 
name of Mohinder Singh Sandhu S/oGurdial Singh Sandhu. 
The workman replied the charge-sheet and admitted the 
charge before the enquiry officer. He prayed for lesser 
punishment on the pretext that monetary' loss incurred by 
bank has been compensated by depositing Rs. 75,000 by 
the workman. In spite of it, the disciplinary authority ordered 
for appointment of enquiry officer for fair and full Hedged 
enquiry. The enquiry was conducted. The witness of the 
bank was cross-examined. Enquiry Officer submitted his 
report to the disciplinary authority proving the charge 
against the workman. The disciplinary authority alter 
affording him the opportunity of being heard on tentative 
punishment awarded the punishment of his dismissal from 
the services. The workman preferred an appeal which was 
dismissed.Thereafter, the industrial dispute was raised by 
the workman and on account of failure of conciliation report, 
this reference. 

After hearing the parties and perusing the entire 
materials on record, 1 am of the view that enquiry officer 
has rightly held the charge well proved against the workman 
and disciplinary authority has rightly awarded the 
punishment ofdismissal of the workman from the services. 

I have come to the conclusion on the following reasons:— 

(1) That the workamn admitted the charges 
voluntarily before the enquiry officer. There is no iota of 
evidence adduced/filed by the workman to prove that his 
admission was not voluntary. During the personal hearing 
given by the Tribunal on the issue of fariness of enquiry, 
the workman has stated that he has admitted the charges 



8060 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA:NOVEMBER20, 2010/KARTIKA 29,1932 


on the assurance of leaders of the union for lesser 
punishment. It means it was an assurance of the lesser 
punishment given by the leaders of the union and not by 
any officer of the management of the bank. Irrespective of 
the fact that workman before enquiry officer has admitted 
the charges, enquiry was conducted. The proceedings of 
the enquiry also proved the misconduct of the workman 
beyond any shadow of doubt. 

(2) The workman has not only admitted before the 
enquiry officer but has admitted before the disciplinary 
authority regarding his misconduct. 

(3) After the punishment of dismissal from the 
services, the workman filed an appeal and while availing 
the opportunity of personal hearing afforded by the 
appellate authority he again admitted the charges. Thus, 
before all the three authorities namely enquiry officer, 
disciplinary authority and the appellate authority the 
workman has admitted the charges voluntarily. 

As stated earlier, there is not iota of evidene to doubt 
on the voluntarily nature of the admission. At the 
cost of the repetition apart from the admission of the 
workman before all the three authorities as mentioned 
above, independent witness have also proved the charges 
beyond shadow of doubt. Thus, there was no perversity in 
decision making of the enquiry officer holding the charges 
well proved against the workman. 

It is the case of stealing of draft book, fabricate the 
draft and depositing the draft in the account opened in the 
name of some other person.This was a criminal offence 
committed by the workman and it was leniency of the 
management that no criminal action w'as initiated against 
the workman. The statement of the workman that no loss 
was caused to the bank as he has deposited entire amount 
cannot help the workman because the management is 
institution carrying of business ot finance. It is only place 
where the financial transactions and regulation of money 
takes place everyday. By such type of fraudulent activities 
of the workman, the confidence of the bank in workman is 
lost and it is not safe for the institution like bank to continue 
with any person of such mental temperament. Accordingly, 
the punishment of dismissal from the services awarded by 
the management of the bank was proportionate to the 
committed misconduct. The workman is not entitled for 
any relief. The industrial dispute and reference is 
accordingly answered. Let Central Government be 
approached for publication of award, and thereafter, file 
be consigned to record room. 

G. K. SHARMA, Presiding Officer 

2010 
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New Delhi, the 22nd October, 2010 

S.O, 2887. — In pursuance of Section 17 of tnc 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No,46/ 
2006) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/1 .abour 
Court, Jaipur now as shown in the Anncxurc, in the 
Industrial dispute between the employees in relation to the 
management of Bank of Baroda and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 15-10-2010. 

[No. L-12012/49/2005-1 R(B-II)! 
D.S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNALrCUM-LABQUR COURT, JAIPUR 

PRESENT 

N.K.PUROIIIT, 

PRESIDING OFFICER 

I D. 46/06 

Reference No. L-l 20l2/49/2005-lR(B-ll) dated 16-06-2006 

Nandlal Saini 
S/o Shri Sualal Saini 
R/o Through Hanuman Sahai Saini 
NBC Hatwara Road, Plot No. 479. Jaipur 

V/s 

The Asstt. General Manager, 

Bank of Baroda, Regional Office. 

Anand Bhawan, 4th floor, S.C. Road. 

Jaipur. 

AWARD 

30-8-2010 

1, The Central Government in exercise of the powers 
conferred under clause (d) of sub-section I & 2(A) ot 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 has referred 
the following Industrial dispute to this tribunal for 
adjudiction which runs us under: 

“Whether the action of the management of Bank ol 
Baroda, Jaipur in terminating the services oi 
ShriNand Lai Saini w.e.f. I si April. 2004 is justified 1 ’ 
If not, what relief the applicant is entitled to?" 

2. Pursuant to the receipt of the reference, the 
registered notices were issued to both the parties. It appears 
from the record that the representative for both the parlies 


i im i. 
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appeared on 7-12-2009 and claim statement was filed on 
22-1 -2010. The representative on behalf of the bank sought 
adjournment for filing reply to the claim statement on 
6-5-2010 & 16-6-2010. Therefore, the case was adjourned 
for filing the same on next date i.e. 12-8-2010 but on that 
date none appeared on behalf of the parties. Instead of 
passing any order on the same date the case was adjourned 
for proper orders, but again none appeared on behalf of 
the parties on the next date i.e. 23-8-2010. Under such 
circumstances case was reserved for award. 

3. In reference under adjudication the question under 
consideration is whether the alleged action of the 
management of the bank in termination of the workman is 
justified. In this regard initial burden was on the workman 
to prove that he had continuously worked for not less than 
240 days in the stipulated period and his termination was 
in violation of the provisions u/s 25 (F) & 25(G) of the Act. 
But the workman has not adduced any oral or documentary 
evidence to substantiate his averments in his claim 
statement. 

4. Resultantly, there is no material on record except 
the claim statement to adjudicate the matter under 
consideration on merits. It appears that the workman is not 
willing to contest the case further.Thus under these 
circumstances “No Claim Award” is passed in this matter. 

5. Award as above. 

N.K. PUROHIT, Presiding Officer 
22 2010 

W.3TT. 2888.—srfqfttR,1947 ( 1947 
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17/2001) VFFffcftl t, *TI TR4TTT ^ 6-10-2010 

[U TJH-12012/129/2000—341^ 33R(^-U)] 

New Delhi, the 22nd October, 2010 

S.O. 2888,— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 17/ 
2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court-1, Chandigarh now as shown in theAnnexure, in the 
Industrial dispute between the employees in relation to the 
management of Bank of India and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 6-10-2010. 

[ No. L-12012/129/2000-1R (B-I I)] 
D. S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURK 


BEFORE SH RIG VAN ENDRA KUMAR SMARM A, 
PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOURCOURTI, 
CHANDIGARH 


Case I.D. No-. 17/2001 


Shri Mohinder Singh, S/o Shri Sadhu Singh C/o General 
Secy., BOI Employees Association, Bank Square, Scctor- 
17-B, Chandigarh 

...Applicant 

Versus 


The Zonal Manager, Bank of India, Zonal Office 181-182, 
Sector-17-C, Chandigarh. 

...Respondent 

APPEARANCES 

For the Workman : Workman in person 

For the Management : Shri Raj an Lohan 

AWARD 

Passed on: 27-9-2010 

The Government of India vide Notification No. L- 
12012/129/2000-IR(B-II), dated 29-12-2000 by exercising its 
powers under Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
(the Act in short) has referred the following industrial 
dispute for adjudication to this Tribunal :- 

“Whether the action of the management of Bank of 
India (North-Western Zone, Chandigarh) in imposing 
the punishment of dismissal from service without 
notice to Shir Mohinder Singh S/o Shri Sadhu Singh, 
Ex-Subordinate Staff of Ambala City Branch with 
effect from 06-08-1997 is just and legal? If not, what 
relief the workman is entitled to?" 


After receiving the reference parties were informed. 
Parties appeared and filed their respective pleadings. On 
perusal of the pleadings of the parties, the main dispute 
for adjudication before this Tribunal is whether there was 
any perversity in decision making of the enquiry officer 
holding the charge proved against the workman? 
Secondly, whether the disciplinary authority has rightly 
awarded the punishment of dismissal of workman from 
the services? The charge sheet was issued to the workman 
for his unauthorized absent for more than 30 days. The 
enquiry was conducted as per rules. Vide order dated 
25-02-2010, enquiry conducted by the enquiry officer has 
held to be fair, proper, reasonable and according to the 
principle of natural justice. Vide said order dated 
25-02-2010 parties were afforded the opportunity for 
adducing evidence on decision making ol the enquiry 
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officer and disciplinary authority during the departmental 
proceedings. 

The workman filed his affidavit. One more person 
Shri Rajpal Singh filed his affidavit in support of the 
workman. Both of the witnesses were cross-examined by 
learned counsel for the management. Management was 
also afforded the opportunity for adducing evidence but 
in spite of affording number of opportunities no evidence 
was filed/adduce. Accordingly, vide order dated 19-05-2010 
the evidence of the management on both of the above 
mentioned issues w-as closed. Both of the parties were 
heard at length and the file was reserved for award. 

During the cross-examination the workman has 
admitted that he was absent for more than 30 days for 
which he was issued the charge sheet. The reason for 
absence, narrated in his evidence, is his ailment. No 
document regarding his ailment, diagnosis and treatment 
have been filed by the workman. During the cross- 
examination , the workman has also stated on oath that he 
was caught by ghost. WW2, Shri Rajpal Singh has also 
stated on oath in open Court that he knows the workman 
and he w'as ill. But he has shown his ignorance about nature 
of ailment and treatment given to him. Later on, he has 
adduced that he was treated by a Doctor at Burail. The 
charge was regarding unauthorized absen ■ > ore than 

30 days which the workman has admitted ore this 
Tribunal. Thus there is no perversity in dech'on making of 
the enquiry officer holding the charge of unauthorized 
absent for more than 30 days well proved agmnst the 
workman. 

The disciplinary authority after affording the 
opportunity of being heard has awarded the punishment 
of his dismissal from the services. The core issue left for 
adjudication is whether the punishment awarded to the 
workman is proportionate to the committed misconduct. 
While awarding the punishment of dismissal from the 
services, the disciplinary authority has also mentioned the 
previous charges and the punishments awarded to the 
workman. The workman has challenged it, by stating that 
punishment on the charge on unauthorized absent cannot 
be guided by the previous misconducts. For previous 
misconducts the workman has been punished separately. 
Thus, the question arise whether administrative conscious 
of the disciplinary authority can be guided by the previous 
misconducts, charges, and punishments of the workman 
while awarding the punishment for subsequent misconduct. 
The answer to this is in my view is positive. It is admitted 
that prior to the charge sheet and punishment in question 
the workman was charge sheeted twice. Both of the charges 
were of similar nature. On first occasion he was awarded 
the lesser punishment. But on second and subsequent 
misconduct of the similar nature the disciplinary' authority 
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awarded the punishment of the dismissal of the workman 
from the services. The appellate authoriy review the 
decision of the disciplinary authority and punishment of 
dismissal was substituted with the lesser punishment. The 
workman again absented. For his absence once again he 
was given the charge sheet and the charge was well proved. 
The disciplinary authority after conducted the lawful 
department proceedings awarded the punishment of Ins 
dismissal from the services. Under the circumstances.where 
the previous charges against the workman were of the 
similar nature and the workman was habitual unauthorized 
absentee from the services, the administrative conscious 
of the disciplinary authority can be guided by the previous 
misconducts and the punishments awarded to the workman. 

Thus, the disciplinary authority has rightly staled 
that previously minor punishment were awarded in similar 
nature of misconducts. The workman has not corrected 
himself and shows the same habitual indiscipline by making 
unauthorized absent. Administration inaction and laxity 
which resulted indiscipline in any organization should not 
be tolerated. The person who is guilty of administrative 
inaction and laxity should be dcait with in proportionate to 
the committed misconduct. As stated earlier, on previous 
tw'o occasions minor punishment was awarded but 
indiscipline, misbehaviour and misconduct ot the workman 
continued. According!y,the punishment of dismissal from 
the services, considering the facts and circumstances of 
the case, was proportionate punishment to the committed 
misconduct and the management has rightly show the way 
out to the workman from the department. Accordingly there 
is no force in the contention of the workman. The reference 
is accordingly answered. Let Central Government be 
approached for publication of award, and thereafter. I tic be 
consigned to record room. 

G.K. SI IARMA, PresidingOUlcer 
Tf far#, 22 3TOJ5T, 2010 
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I 
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New- Delhi, the 22nd October, 2010 

S.O, 2889. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Rel. No.221 
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2002) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court-1, Chandigarh now as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employees in relation to the 
management of Central Bank of India and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
06-10-2010. 


[ No. H 2012/9 1/2001-IR (B-II)] 
D. S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 


BEFORE SHRIGYANENDRA KUMAR SHARMA, 
PRESDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-1, 
CHANDIGARH 


Case I.D. No-. 221/2002 


Shri Krishan Kumar, S/o Shri Jai Narain Sharma, Village & 
Post-Naultha, Panipat, Haryana 


Versus 


...Applicant 


The Senior Branch Manager,Central Bank of India, G.T. 
Road, Panipat, Haryana 

...Respondent 

APPEARANCES 


Por the Workman : Shri Sandeep Bhardwaj 

1 or the Management: Shri A.K. Batra 

AWARD 


Passed on: 27-9-2010 

Government of India vide notification no. L-12012/ 
91 .'2001 -IR(B-II), dated 24-10-2002 by exercising its powers 
under Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, (the Act in 
short) has referred the following industrial dispute for 
adjudication to this Tribunal:— 

“Whether the claim of Shri Krishan Kumar S/o Shri 
Jai Narain Sharma that his services were illegally 
terminated by the management of Central Bank of 
India w.e.f. 02-05-2000 and that Shri Arjun was 
engaged as a Peon in his place in violation of Section 
25-H of the ID Act, 1947 is justified and legal? If so, 
what relief is the disputant concerned entitled to?” 

After receiving the reference, parties were informed. 
Parties appeared and filed their respective pleadings. The 
case of the workman in nut shell is that he was engaged as 
temporary peon by the management of the bank on 
21 -12-1999 and he worked up to 01-05-2000. His name was 
removed from the muster rolls from 20-04-2000 but he had 
worked up to 01-05-2000. His services were terminated 
without notice or one month wages in lieu of notice and 
without payment of retrenchment compensation. After the 
termination of his services one Shri Arjun was appointed 


as temporary peon without affording him the opportunity 
to work. The reference in question is also of the same nature. 
The candidature of Shri Arjun is also involved in reference. 
So vide order dated 17-12-2008 the management was 
directed to place entire records relating to Shri Arjun . No 
record was filed by the management. It is admitted by the 
workman that he only worked for 90 days and had not 
completed 240 days of work in the preceding year from the 
date of his termination. His only contention is that after 
his termination one Shri Arjun Singh was engaged at his 
place and he was not afforded the opportunity to work. 
The Industrial Disputes Act protects the right of every 
causal worker against illegal termination. If the termination 
of any daily waged worker’s necessary, meaning thereby, if 
the services of any daily waged worker is no more required 
and he had completed 240 days of work in the preceding 
year from the date of his termination, one month notice or 
one month wages in lieu of notice and retrenchment 
compensation is mandatory as regulated by the Industrial 
Disputes Act. On the other hand, if after the termination of 
services of any workman, similar nature of work is available 
with the management priority shall be given to the 
retrenchee. 

In written statement management has agreed the 
appointment of workman as daily waged worker for the 
period workman has alleged. In para no. 6 of the claim 
statement is relating to the appointment of Arjun after 
the termination of the services of the workman. The 
management has only stated that bank has its own rules 
and regulations for the public appointment, it is not denied 
that Arjun was not engaged as daily waged worker after 
the termination of the services of the workman. In cross- 
examination of the witness of the management, it is admitted 
by the workman that Shri Arjun Singh has worked up to 
July 2000, The record of after July 2000 has been not obtained 
from the branch concern. This evidence was recorded on 
13-07-2010, Vide order dated 17-12-2008, the details of Arjun 
were ordered to be filed by the management. Accordingly, 
for want of records relating to Shri Arjun evidence was 
deferred. The witness Shri A.K. Batra again appeared on 
10-08-2010 and without providing the relevant record he 
has stated that Arjun was engaged after 2000. 1 le worked 
up to August 2000. In evidence dated 13-07-2010 he has 
deposed on oath that Arjun had worked up to July 
2000,whereas, in evidence recorded on oath tin 10-08-2010 
he has deposed that Arjun was engaged up to August 
2000. Thereafter, no workman was engaged and work was 
discharged by the permanent staff. Due to absence of the 
stallArjun was engaged. Thereafter, the management has 
stated that Arjun was engaged when the permanent 
employees was on leave. Thus, it is admitted and proved 
that after the termination of' services of workman 
Shri Krishan Kumar the same nature of work was taken by 
one Arjun Singh. It is violation of the provisions of the 
Industrial Disputes Act and on such violation the 
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reinstatement of the workman on the same position on 
which he was working prior to his termination is the only, 
remedy. 

The management has contended that Arjun has 
worked only for few months, likewise, management has 
further contended that workman had also worked less then 
90 days. It is immaterial how many days workman or one 
Shri Arjun had worked. Even the work was available for a 
day it was mandate of law to provide the same to 
Shri Krishan Kumar and not to any other person. This right 
of Shri Krishan Kumar was violated and this act of the 
management is against the provisions of the Act. 
Accordingly, the management is directed to reinstate the 
workman on the same position on which he was previously 
working before his termination. Considering the fact and 
circumstances of the case he will not be entitled for the 
back wages. The industrial dispute is accordingly answered. 
Let Central Government be approached for publication of 
award and thereafter, file be consigned to record room. 

GK. SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
22 2010 

^7T,3JT. 2890,-sflstffai faqu 1947 (1947 

14) tJTCT 17 ^ 

fk ^ ^ PikiWi sik ^ 

k Ikffe 3?[fj)nieh k *u4>k kWlf 147 
3#J4)k4/?rR 1, ^ h'-^K (TkkkWT 48/2007) 

^71 wfTTff t, ^1 15-10-2010 

[Xfn. 4 ^et-12011/17/2007-3^ 3TK(kt-lI)] 
TT^. m, 

New Delhi, the 22nd October, 2010 

S.O. 2890. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 48/ 
2007) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court-1, Mumbai now as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial dispute between the employees in relation to the 
management of M/s. Can Fin Homes Ltd. and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government on 
15-10-2010. 

[ F. No. L-12011 /17/2007-1R (B-11)] 
D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
1NDUSTRIALTRIBUNALNO. 1 MUMBAI 

JUSTICE MANIK MOHAN SARKAR 
Presiding Officer- in charge 

REFERENCE No.CGIT-1/48 of 2007 

PARTIES : Employers in relation to the management of 
M s. Can Fin Homes Ltd. 


[Part 11- Six:. 3(ii)j 


And 

Their Workman 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Management : Mrs. Geeta Raju, Adv 

For the Workman : Workman present 

State Maharashtra 

Mumbai, dated the 27th day of September. 2010 
AWARD 

1. This is a reference made by the Central Government 
in exercise of its powers under clause (d) of sub section 1 
of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (The Act 
for short) vide Government of India, Ministry of Labour , 
New Delhi Order No. L-12011 /17/2007-IR ( B-t 1) dt. 17-8-2007 
The terms of reference given in the schedule areas follows: 

“Whether the action of the management of M/s. Can 
Fin Homes Ltd. in not regularising the leave and not 
paying the wages from 14-03-2006 to Mrs. Cynthia 
Pereira is legal and justified? If not, what re lief the 
workman is entitled for?” 

2. The workman, Mrs.Cynthia Pereira is personally 
present and filed an application with prayer for final disposal 
of this matter by permitting her to withdraw the dispute. 
She had also filed another application with the same prayer 
earlier on December 1,2009. 

3. Mrs. Cynthia Pereira is personally heard and she 
expressed that she is representing her own ease and she is 
not being represented by any workman Union and she 
also expressed that since she has no grievance at present 
against the Management and since there is no Industrial 
Dispute at present, she does not want to proceed with this 
matter any more and wanted to withdraw the present 
dispute. 

4. Mrs. Geeta, learned Advocate for the Management 
submitted that since the workman herself volunteered to 
end the dispute by withdrawing her claim, the Management 
has got no objection against her pravet. In such 
circumstances, since the approach of Mrs. Pereira is 
voluntary as it appears, the prayer sought for final disposal 
of the dispute is ordered treating the present rclerence 
having no Industrial Dispute at present. Let the Award be 
passed accordingly. 

JUSTICE MANIK MOHAN SARKAR, Presiding Officer 
T i fek, 22 3T^T, 2010 
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New Delhi, the 22nd October, 2010 

S.O. 2891,— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref, No, 35/ 
2010) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court-1, New Delhi now as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial dispute between the employees in relation to the 
management of Oriental Bank of Commerce and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government on 
22 - 10 - 2010 . 

[No. L-12011/18/2010-IR(B-I I)] 
D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE DR RK.YADAV, PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAL 
NO. 1, KARKARDOOMA COURTS COMPLEX, 
DELHI 

l.D. No. 35/2010 

The General Secretary, 

All India Bank Staff Association, 

33-34, Bank Enclave, Ring Road, Rajouri Garden, 

New Delhi-110037. 

...Workman 

Versus 

The Assistant General Manager (Personnel), 

Oriental BankofCemmerce, 

1 IQ Harsha Bhawan, E Block, Connaught Place, 

New Delhi. 

...Management 

AWARD 

A clerk-cum-cashier posted at Fatehpuri Branch, 
Oriental Bank of Commerce, conspired with his associate, 
namely, Netrapal to commit theft in that branch of the bank. 
On 15th of April, 2006, he called his associate in the bank 
during evening hours and made him to conceal his presence 
in cash cabin. He went inside the toilet and hide himself. 
However, his presence was noticed there by a lady, who 
brought that fact to the knowldge of Shri Ashok Kumar, a 
daily wager employee of the bank. By the time Ashok 
Kumar went in his search, he concealed himself in meter 
room, from where he was brought out and premises of the 
bank were locked. After sometime, he asked the watchman 
to open the bank premises. When bank premises were 
opened, he brought out his associate Netrapal. Those facts 
were brought to the notice of the authorities. Besides that 


incident, on 22-11-2005, Shri K.L. Khurana deposited a 
Cheque No. 017963 dated 17-11 -2005 drawn for a sum of 
Rupees two lacs in his account No. SB-A/c 13246 maintained 
at the said branch. Cheque was not credited to his account. 
The said cashier-cum-clerk stole that cheque and encashed 
it at the counter of Rajinder Nagar branch of the bank on 
23-11*2005 by forging signatures of Shri K.L. Khurana. 
For these misconducts a charge-sheet was served on him. 
An enquiry was conducted and punishment of removal 
from service with superannuation benefit was awarded to 
him, vide order dated 18-1-2008. He assailed that order and 
filed a claim statement before the Conciliation Officer. Since 
conciliation proceedings failed, the appropriate 
Government referred the dispute to this Tribunal, vide order 
No. L-12011/18/2010-IR(B-n), New Delhi, dated 22-7-2010 
with following terms: 

“Whether the action of the management of Oriental 
Bank of Commerce in terminating the services of 
Shri Anuj Kumar, Ex- cashier-cum-clerk, Fatehpuri. 
Chandni Chowk Branch, New Delhi, w.c.f. 18-1-2008, 
is just fair and legal? If not to what relief the workman 
is entitled?” 

Vide order of reference, the appropriate Government 
commanded that the General Secretary, All India Bank Staff 
Association, who w-as espousing the cause oflhc claimant 
before the authorities, to file claim statement within 15 days 
from receipt of the order of reference. Despite the command, 
so given by the appropriate Government, claim statement 
was not filed. 

3. A notice was sent to the General Secretary. All 
India Bank Staff Association, 33-34, Bank Enclave, King 
Road, Rajouri Garden, New Delhi, by registered post on 
9-8-2010 calling upon him to file claim statement. Despite 
service of that notice, no claim statement was filed on behalf 
of the claimant, Another notice was sent to the General 
Secretary by registered post on 24-8-2010 to file 
claim statement. Despite service oflhc said notice, claim 
statement was not filed on behalf of the claimant. 

4. In reference order the claimant is to be served 
through General Secretary, All India Bank StalTAssoeialion. 
33-34, Ring Road, Rajouri Garden, New' Delhi. Except that 
address no other address is available, on which steps may 
be taken to command the claimant to file his claim statement. 
Under these circumstances this Tribunal cannot lake any 
other steps lor service of the claimant, calling upon him to 
file claim statement. 

5. On 3rd of September, 2010, Shir .I N. Kapoor. 
General Secretary, All India Bank StalTAssoeialion. 
appeared before this 'Tribunal in a case. 1 !c was informed 
that the case was listed for6-9-2010 Tor filing oflhc claim 
statement, lie conceded that service of the notice was 
effected upon him. However, he presented that the claimant 
has' taken away his file from him and his present 
whereabouts are not known to him. Therefore, it is evident 
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that the claimant and his union were aware about the 
reference and date of hearing before this Tribunal. Despite 
opportunities accorded to them, no claim statement was 
filed on behalf of the claimant. 

6. The bank filed its response, alongwith the 
documents, to the reference made by the appropriate 
Government. It has been projected therein that a charge- 
sheet w'as served upon the claimant and an enquiry was 
conducted. The enquiry conducted by the bank was fair 
and in consonance with the principles of natural justice. 
Disc ip 1 inary Authority awarded punishment of removal from 
service with superannuation benefits to the claimant, vide 
its order dated 18-1-2008. It has been projected that the 
claimant is not entitled to any relief. 

7. On perusal of record it came to light that Anuj 
Kumar was serving as Clerk-cum-Cashier at Fatehpuri 
Branch of the bank, He used to commute to the said 
branch of the bank from Khurja. He conspired w'ith Netrapal 
to commit theft in the bank. In furtherance to the conspiracy 
so entered, he called Netra Pal to the branch in evening 
hours on 15th of April, 2006. Anuj Kumar hid him insider 
cash cabin. Shri H.S. Virdhi and D.K. Batra were doing 
closing work and sitting late in the bank that day. Around 
5.45 PM the claimant hid himself in the toilet. One lady 
went to toilet and found it bolted. She kept on standing in 
the passage outside the door of toilet. When she was noted 
by Ashok Kumar, she informed him that someone was inside 
the toilet. Ashok Kumar went inside and reported that 
none was there. The lady went inside and came out 
immediately and asserted that someone was there in next 
room to the toilet. Ashok Kumar went in the next room 
(meter room) and found Anuj Kumar sitting inside. It was 
dark there, Anuj Kuamar came outside and sat on sofa. 
When Ashok Kumar enquired as to why he was hiding 
himself in the meter room, he replied that he will let him 
know- after wards. Shri Anuj Kumar was sweating at that 
time. Shri Batra and Vijay came down stairs and bank 
premises were closed. Anuj Kumar kept standing outside 
the bank premises. Shri Vijay enquired as to why he was 
standing outside. On that enquiry he told that he has missed 
his train. When Shri H.S. Virdhi and Mr. D.K. Batra went 
away Anuj Kumar told Ashok Kumar that his friend was 
inside, who was to be brought out. Shri Ramesh Chand, 
A.T.M. Guard opened the branch. Anuj Kumar went inside 
and brought Netra Pal alongwih him. Netra Pal was having 
a polyythene bag with him. These facts were brought to 
notice authorities and on 21 -4-2006 Anuj Kumar confessed 
his guilt before the Chief Manager. 

8. On 22-1-2005 Shri K.L. Khurana, S.B. A/cNo. 13246 
holder, deposited a cheque No. 017963 dated 17*11 -05, drawn 
for a sum of rupees two lacs on Rajinder Nagar branch of 
the bank, at Fatehpuri branch. The said cheque was not 
credited to his account. Anuj Kumar stole that cheque, 
went to Rajinder Nagar branch on 23 -11 -05 and encashed it 
be forging signatures of Shri K.L. Khurana. Thus he cheated 


Shri Khurana as well as bank authorities to the tune of 
rupees two lacs. 

9. For misconducts referred above, a charge sheet 
was served on Anuj Kumar. Shri S.V Taneja wih 
appointed as E.O. and 13.B. Wadhw-a as Presenting Officer 
Enquiry' Officer served a notice on the claimant to appear 
before him, to answer the charges. The claimant opted not 
to appear before the Enquiry Officer, who conducted 
proceedings exparte. He submitted his report to the 
Disciplinary Authority, who awarded punishment of 
removal from service on the claimant. 

10. When the workman did not opted to avail 
opportunity then subsequently he connot challenge the 
enquiry which was continued in his absence, claiming it to 
be violative of principles of natural jusitec. When the 
workman intentionally refused to participate in the enquin 
he cannot complain that his dismissal is against principles 
of natural justice. Law' to this effect was laid in Sadul 
Textiles Mills I limited [ 1 957( I) LI J 572 1. Bagchi ( P.N. ) & Co. 
Private Limited (1959 (1 )LLJ 6051, Muir Mills Company 
Limited (24 FJR 123), Major U R. Bhatt 11 962 (I) LI..) 6561. 
Ghansham Dass Srivastava [1968 (2)1.1 J 246) and l.axmi 
Devi Sugar Mills 11957 (I)l.IJ 17], 

11. Normally in a judical proceedings a party is not to 
be heard who absents himself from the hearing and if the 
quasi judicial authority holds proceedings exparte in such 
a case, then it will not amount to misconduct on his part. 
Law to this effect was laid in S. Govinda Mcnon 11973 (2) 
LLJ 369J. In view' of these proposition of law. it is crystal 
clear that the I inquiry Officer is not guilty of violating the 
principles of natural justice. The Disciplinary Authority 
tried to seek an explanation of the workman but he could 
not succeed, since the workman had decided not to respond 
to the communications sent by the Disciplinary Authority 
or the Enquiry Officer. Under these circumstances it was 
beyond the competence of the authority to accord an 
opportunity of being heard to the workman. 

• 12. There is other fact of the coin. Claimant was called 
upon by the 1 inquiry' Officer to appear be fore him on I 1-1 1-07. 
He opted not to appear before the Enquiry Officer. Enquiry 
Officer proceeded with the matter and recorded witnesses 
of the bank. Confession made by him on 21 -4-06 was proved 
before the Enquiry Officer. These facts led the Enquire 
Officer to conclude that charges against the claimant stood 
proved, on face of confession which was exhibited as Ex. 
M-l. When claimant admitted charges levelled against him 
and made an unconditional and unqualified confession 
then nothing was to he done by way of an enquiry and it 
connot be argued that proceedings of the dcpartmanlal 
enquiry should have been continued notwithstanding such 
admission or confession. When a worker, called for enquiry, 
admits charges and his union representative is also present 
who does >t dispute that fact, then the cannot later on 
complain to say that there was no enquiry against him. 
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When there is an admission of guilt, in an unconditional 
and unqualified manner, conduct of an enquiry would be 
empty formality. Law to this effect was laid in J.L. Toppo 
(AIR 1963 Patna 177), Firestone Tyre and Rubber Co. of 
India Ltd. [1967 (II) LLJ 715J, Central Bank of India Ltd. 
[ 1967 (II) LLJ 739] and Rabindra Mohan (AIR 1961 Tripura 
1 ). 

13. When admission made by an employee shows 
that he had committed misconduct then question of 
violation of principles of natural justice cannot have any 
relevance. If a misconduct is admitted then this is ante- 
thesis to violation of principles of natural justice or 
victimization. If the workman admits his guilt before the 
Enquiry Officer, there is no obligation on the management 
to lead evidence on merits because that would be empty 
formality and in such cases there can not be violation of 
principles of natural justice. An explanation need be called 
from an employee and enquiry' necessitated only when a 
charge is denied and the employee wants to put up a 
defence in support of his case. In case of admission of 
guilt by the employee, formality of enquiry stands obviated. 
Law to this effect was laid in Boisanabi Tea Estate (1989 
Lab. I.C. 557), Food Corporation of India [ 1983 (3) S.L.R. 

I I6],T.K. Singh (1969 S.L.R. 18), and Ram Subhash Ojha 
(AIR 1967 Cal. 81). 

14. When findings are based on admission of guilt 
by delinquent employee then though technically it is true 
that the witnesses cited by the management or employee 
were not examined by the Enquiry Officer but this under 
such circumstances, would not cause any prejudice to him 
and non-examination of defence witnesses cannot be said 
to have invalidated the findings recorded by the Enquiry 
Officer. Once an opportunity to show cause is given to an 
employee the employer is exonerated of its duty of giving 
reasonable opportunity to the employee concerned. But if 
the employee does not avail opportunity for showing cause 
and throws himself at the mercy of the Disciplinary 
Authority or tender an unqualified apology then he is not 
entitled to any relief on the ground that the enquiry was in 
violation of the principles of natural justice. In domestic 
enquiries principles of criminal jurisprudence, requiring 
absolute proof of guilt cannot be imported. Reference can 
be made to the precedent in Bhagati Singh (AIR 1966 Pat. 
205). Hindustan Aircraft Ltd. [1969 (2) LLJ 45) and John 
(AIR 1965 S.C. 163). In view of these facts it is concluded 
that the enquiry was fair and proper. 

15. Are there any justification for punishment of 
dismissal? Right of an employer to inflict punishment of 
discharge or dismissal is not unfattered. The punishment 
imposed must be commensurative with gravity of the 
misconduct, proved against the delinquent workman. Prior 
to enactment of Section 11 - A of the Act, it was not open to 
the industrial adjudicator to very the order of punishment 
on finding that the order of dismissal was too severe and 
was not commensurative with act of misconduct. In other 


words, the industrial adjudicator could not interfere w ith 
the punishment as is was not required to consider proprietx 
or adequacy of punishment or whether it was excessive or 
too severe. Apex Court, in this connection, had. however, 
laid down in Bengal Bhatdec Coal Company (963 (1)1.1 J 
291] that where order of punishment was shokmeK 
disproportionate with the act of the misconduct which no 
reasonable employer would impose in like circumstances, 
that itself would lead to the inference ol \ ictimi/ation or 
unfair labour practice which would \itiate order of 
dismissal or discharge. But by enacting the provisions of 
Section 11-A of the Act. the Legislature has transferred the 
discretion of the employer in imposing punishment, to the 
industrial adjudicator. It is now' the satisfaction of the 
industrial adjudicator to finally decide the quantum of 
punishment for proved acts of misconduct, in cases of 
discharge or dismissal. If the Tribunal is satisfied that the 
order of discharge or dismissal is not justified in any 
circumstances on the facts of a case, it has the power not 
only to set aside order of punishment and direct 
reinstatement with back wages, but it has also the power to 
imposed certain conditions as it may deem fit and also to 
give relief to the workman, including award of lesser 
punishment in lieu of disharge or dismissal. 

16. It is established law that imposing punishment 
for a proved act of misconduct is a matter for the punishing 
authority to decide and normally it should not be interferred 
with by the Industrial Tribunal. The Tribunal is not required 
to consider the propriety or adequacy of punishment. But 
where the punishment is shokingly disproportionate, 
regard being had to the particular conduct and past record, 
or is such as no reasonable employer would ever in these 
make circumstance, the Tribunal may treat the imposition 
of such punishment as itself showing victimization or unfair 
labour practice. Law to this effect was laid by the Apex 
Court in Hind Construction and Engineering Company 
Labour [1965 (1) LLJ 462], Likewise in Management of the 
Federation of Indian Chambers of Commerce and Indnstiy 
[1971 (II) LLJ 630] the Apex Court ruled that the employer 
made a mountain out of a mole hill and had blown a trivial 
matter into one involving loss of prestige and reputation 
and as such punishment of dismissal was held to be 
unwarranted. In Ram Kishan (1996 (I) LLJ 9821 the 
delinquent employee was dismissed from service for using 
abusive language against a superior officer. On the facts 
and in the circumstances of the case, the Apex Court held 
that the punishment of dismissal was harsh and 
disproportionate to the gravity of the charge imputed to 
the delinquent. It was ruled therein, "when abusive 
language is used by anybody against a superior, it must he 
understood in the environment in which that person is 
situated and the circumstances surrounding the event that 
led to the use of abusive language. No straight-jacket 
formula could be evolved in adjudicating whether the 
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abusive language in the given circumstances would warrant 
dismissal from service. Each case has to be considered on 
its own facts.” 

17. In B.M. Patil [1996 (II) LLJ 536], Justice Mohan 
Kumar of Kamatka High Court observed that in exercise of 
discretion, the disciplinary authority should not act like a 
robot and justice should be moulded with humanism and 
understanding. It was assess each case on its own merit 
and each set of fact should be decided with reference to 
the evidence recording the allegation, which should be 
basis of the decision. The past conduct of the worker may 
be a ground for assuming that he might have a propensity 
to commit the misconduct and to assess the qunatum of 
punishment to be imposed. In that case a conductor of the 
bus was dismissed from service for causing revenue loss 
of 50p to the employer by irregular sale of tickets. It was 
held that the punishment was too harsh and 
disproportionate to the act of misconduct. 

18. After insertion of Section 11-A of the Act, the 
jurisdiction to interfere with the punishment is there with 
the Tribunal, who has to see whether punishment imposed 
by the employer is commensurative with the gravity of the 
act of misconduct. If it comes to the conclusion that the 
misconduct is proved, it may still hold that the punishment 
is not justified because misconduct alleged and proved is 
such as it does not warrant punishment of discharge or 
dismissal and where necessary, set aside the order of 
discharge or dismissal and direct reinstatement with or 
without any terms or conditions as it thinks tit or give any 
other relief, including the award of lesser punishment, in 
lieu of discharge or dismissal, as the circumstance of the 
case may warrant. Referene can be made to a precedent in 
Sanatak Singh (1984 Lab. i.C. 817). The discretion to award 
punishment lesser than the punishment of discharge or 
dismissal has to be judiciously exercised and the Tribunal 
can interfere ony when it is satisfied that the punishment 
imposed by the management is highly disproportionate to 
the decree ofthe guilt of workman. Reference can be made 
to the precedent in Kachraji Motiji Parmar [1994(H) LLJ 
3321 Thus it is evident that the Tribunal has now-jurisdiction 
and power of substituting its own measure of punishment 
in place ofthe managerial wisdom, once it is satisfied that 
the order of discharge of dismissal is not justified. On tacts 
and in the circumstances of a case. Section 11A of the Act 
specifically gives two folds powers to the Industrial 
Tribunal, first is virtually the power of appeal against 
findings of fact made by the Enquiry Officer in his report 
with regard to the adequacy of the evidence and the 
conclusion on facts and secondly of foremost importance, 
is the power of reappraasal of quantum of punishment. 

19. Power to set aside order of discharge or dismissal 
and grant relief of reinstatement or lesser punishment is 
not untramalcd power. This power has to be exercised only 
when Tribunal is satisfied that the order of discharge or 


dismissal was not justified. This satisfaction ofthe I ribunal 
is objective satisfaction and not subjective one. It involves 
application of the mind by the Tribunal to various 
circumstances like nature of delinquency omitted by the 
workman, his past conduct, impact of delinquency on 
employer’s business, besides length of service rendered 
by him. Furthermore, the Tribunal has to consider whether 
the decision taken by the employer is just or not. Only after 
taking into consideration these aspects, the I ribunal can 
upset the punishment imposed by the employer. I he 
quantum of punishment cannot be interfered w ith without 
recordeing specific findings on points referred above No 
indulgence is to be granted to a person, who is guilt) of 
gave misconduct like cheating, fraud, misappropriation of 
employers fund, theft of public property etc. A reference 
cannot be made to the precedent in Bhagirath Mai Rainwa 
[ 1995 (l) LLJ 960], 

20. Whether punishment awarded to the claimant 
does not commensurate with the misconduct? For an 
answer, facts are to be scanned again, Anuj Kumar 
conspired to commit theft with Nctra Pal in the bank 
premises. He called Netra Pal in bank premises on 15-4-06 
and concealed him in cash cabin, He also concealed himself 
in meter room. His presence was noted by Ashok Kumar, 
who brought the claimant out. When bank was closed at 
that time claimant disclosed that Netra Pal was inside the 
bank premises. After opening bank premises Nctra Pal was 
brought out. These facts highlight thai the claimant 
conspired to commit theft in the bank premises and took 
steps in furtherence of that conspiracy. All these lads 
are suggestive that the claimant took steps to cause damage 
to the bank’s property. 

21. On 22-11-05 the claimant stole cheque No. 017963. 
deposited by Shri K.L. Khurana in his account in S B. A c 
1436. He took that cheque to Rajinder Nagar branch and 
forged signatures of Shri Khurana and received payment 
of rupees two lacs.Thus it is evident that the claimant 
committed forgery and cheated the bank as well as Khurana 
of a sum of rupess two lacs. Act of forgery and cheating 
are also grave. If an employee commits such serious 
misconduct bank looses confidence in him. Bank cannot 
be asked to have faith in such employee.' I Ic con not be 
permitted to remain in service. Therefore, punishment of 
removal from service, awarded to the claimant cannot be 
termed as shockingly disproportionate to his misconduct. 

22. In view of the facts detailed above, it is found 
that action ofthe bank in awarding punishment of removal 
from service with superannuation benefits to Anuj Kumar 
vide its order dated 18-1 -08 is held to be just, lair anti legal. 
The claimant is not entitled to any relief in that regard. An 
award is accordingly passed, it be sent to the appropriate 
Government for publication. 

Dr. R K. YADAV, Presiding Gl'licer 

Dated: 17-9-2010 
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New Delhi, the 22nd October, 2010 

S.O. 2892.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 8/ 

1992) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court-1, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure, in the 
industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of M/s. Pradeep Coke Industries and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on 22- 10-2010. 

[ No. L-20012/196/199 HR (C-I)] 
D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRlAETRIBUNALNo. 1 AT DHANBAD 

Presiding Officer: H. M. SINGH, 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 10(1) 
(d) of the 1. D. Act, 1947 

REFERENCE No. 8 ofl 992 

Pa rites : Employers in relation to the management 
of Pradeep Coke Industries and their 
workmen 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of the Workman : None 

On behalf of the Employers None 

State : Jharkhand Industry : Coke 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 16th July, 2010 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, in 
exercise of its powers conferred on them under Section 
10( 1 )(d) of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 has referred the 
following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide 
their Order No. L-20012/196/1991 -IR(Coal-l), dt. the Nil. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of M/s. 
Pradeep Coke Industries in tenninaing the services 
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of S/Shri Prabhunath Pandey, Bijoy Ram and Bhim 

Paswan w.e.f. 10-3-91 is justified? If not, to what relief 

the workman are entitled ?” 

2. In the written statement filed on behalf of the 
concerned workmen it has been stated that the concerned 
workmen namely S/Shri Parbhunath Pandey, Bijoy Ram and 
Bhim Paswan has been working as permanent workmen of 
Pradeep Coke Industry since long with unblemished record 
of service. It bas been alleged that the management have 
scanty respect for the settled law of the land the management 
appointed the workmen beyond imagination of the 
commonman. The concerned workmen tried to mobilise 
the workmen against the anti-labour and exploitation of 
the management which annoyed them to the extent of 
permination of service of the concerned workmen in 
violation of the mandatory provisions of law. The 
concerned workmen have put in more than 240 days 
attendance in each clendar year. The management 
terminated the services of the concerned workmen in 
violation of the principles of natural justice and in violation 
of Section 25-F of the I. D. Act, 1947. Seeing no other 
alternative the union of the concerned workmen raised in 
industrial dispute before the ALC(C) Dhanbad which 
ultimately resulted reference to this Tribunal for 
adjudication. It has been prayed on behalf of the 
concerned workmen to pass an Award in favour of the 
workmen directing the management to reinstate them in 
service with full back wages. 

3. In 'he Written Statement filed on behalf of the 
management it has been stated by them that the present 
reference is not legally maintainable. The management is 
running a small scale industry and is nor running any mine, 
therefore the present reference is beyond the jurisdiction 
of the Hon’blc Tribunal. 

4. The management have further stated that Shri 
Prabhunath Pandey was not a workman of the 
management. He was not engaged by the management in 
any capacity. He is a union leader and goes to the factory 
along with his supporters to create disturbances in the 
factory from time to time. As he is not a workman the 
question of terminating him from his service did not arise. 
With regard to the concerned workman Bhim Paswan it has 
been stated that he was working as Temporary Trammer 
from 15-4-90 and left his employment on 27-11-90 at his 
own volition without any information to the management. 
He was not able to perform his duties properly and left 
employment at his own accord. Shri B ijoy Ram was engaged 
as Trollyman on 1-4-90 and worked upto 15-2-91. As he 
was contracted with Leprosy other workmen were not 
willing to work with him. So he was advised to get himself 
medically treated and to join again after recovery from 
illness. Thereafter he did not report for duly. There fore, 
the allegation of the concerned workmen that they have 
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been terminated from service is false baseless and without 
any merit. Accordingly prayer has been made to pass an 
Award rejecting the claim of the concerned workmen. 

5. Both the parties have filed their respective 
rejoinders admitting and denying the contents of each 
other’s written statement. 

6. It appears from the record that management side 
in order to substantiate their claim has produced one 
Shri Khudiram Dutta who has been examined as MW-1. He 
has proved documents marked as Ext. M-l to M-l/4. No 
evidence has been adduced on behalf of the workman to 
substantiate their claim. 

7. In this case at the stage of hearing argument none 
of parties have turned up for placing their argument. Now 
let me consider the case on besis of materials on record, 

8. It has been contended on behalf of the concerned 
workmen in their written statement that they has been 
working as permanent workmen of the management. They 
have put in continuous service and they have put in more 
than 240 days of attendance. The management terminated 
the services of the concerned workmen in violation of the 
principles of natural justice and in violation cf Section 25F 
of the l.D. Act., 1947. Management on the other hand 
submitted that Shri Prabhunath Pandey was not a workman 
of the management and the other concerto workmen 
namely Shri Bhim Paswan and Shri Bijry Ram left the 
services of management of their own choice, in this context 
the evidence of MW-1 is very impotant. in course of his 
evidence in examination-in chief he has stated ’‘the w-orkman 
Prabhunath Pandey never workd in the Coke industry and 
two other workmen have worked for less than 1 year in our 
Coke Industry. Workman Prabhunath Pandey used to sit 
in the place outside the plant and was working as 
leader. Workman Bhim Paswan worked from 15 -4-90 to 
17-11 -90 as Trollyman. He was a temporary workman. He 
was not physically fit w'ork in Coke Bhatta and he left job 
of his own. Workman Bijoy Ram worked from 1-4-90 to 
25-2-91. He was suffering from leprosy and other workers 
protested out of fear. We asked to get treatment of the 
disease and after being fit to produce medical certificate 
and rejoin the work. Thereafter he never turned up with 
medical certificate for work.” This statement of the 
management witness show's that Prabhunath Pandey was 
not the worker of the management and two other workmen 
namely Bhim Paswan left the job of his own as he was not 
medically fit and Bjjoy Ram, other workmen w as suffering 
from leprosy and the management directed him to get 
medically treated and after recovery to rejoin the work with 
medical fitness certificate. But he never turned up and 
have not completed 240 days in any calendar year. Nothing 
has come out from the cross-examination of MW-1 which 
may help the case of the concerned workmen. 

9. It appears from the record that the workmanside 
inspite of getting ample opportunities did not adduce any 


evidence. Onus lies upon them to prove that they have 
completed 240 days and management have terminated their 
services. I have gone through the materials on record and 
I have failed to find out any merit in the claim of the 
concerned workmen. Accordingly the following Award is 
rendered: 

“Since the concerned workman Prabhunath Pandey 
was not the worker of the management, the question 
of his termination does not arise. The other two 
concerned workman Bhim Paswan and Bijoy Ram 
have left their job of their own swcctwill so the 
question of their termination never arise.” 

H. M. SINGH, Presiding Officer 

22 ^t, 2010 

^srr. 2893.—farrc Rfafwr, 1947 (1947 
14) m 17 % 
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^ RRRR ^ 20-10-2010 ^ TfRT 1>3TT RT I 

[R. T^-]2012/75/1998-3mf3TR(*ti I) I 
R^T fRF, tRR Rfwfr 
New Delhi, the 22nd October, 2010 

S.O. 2893. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award l.D. (Ref. No. 72/ 
2006) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Emakulam as shown in the Annexure. in the 
Industrial dispute between the management of Federal 
Bank Ltd. and the General Secretary. Federal Bank Staff 
Union, Alwaye, received by the Central Government 
on 20-10-2010. 

[ No. L-12012/75/1998-1 R(1M )| 
RAMHS1! SINGH. DcskOfticer 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAly-CUM-LABOUR COURT, ERNAKIJLAM 

Present: Shri P, L. NORBERT, B.A., LL.B, PresidingOllieer 
(Tuesday the 28th day of October, 2008/6th Karthika 1930) 

I. D. 72/2006 

(I. D. 47/1998 of Labour Court, Emakulam) 

Union : The General Secretary. 

Federal Bank Staff Union, 
Champion Building. 

Bank Junction, Alwaye. 

By Adv. Sri. 11. B. Shenoy. 

Management : The Chairman. 

Federal Bank I .imited, 

I lead Office, 

Alwayc-683 101 

By Adv. M/s, B. S. Krishnan 
Associates. 
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Thss case coming up for final hearing on 20-10-2008. this 
Tribunal-cum-Labour Court on 28-10-2008 passed the 
following. 

AWARD 

This is a reference made under Section 10( 1 )(d) of 
i,D. Act. The reference is: 

'‘Whether the action of the management of 
M/s. Federal Bank Ltd. in dismissing the services of 
workman Sri.C.C. Dinesh, Clerk w.e.f. 30-04-1997 for 
the allged charge of absenting without leave, is 
justified ? If not, to what relief the workman is ,, 
entitled ?”. 

2. The facts of the case in brief are as follows :— 
Sri. C. C. Dinesh was a Clerk of Girinagar branch of Federal 
Bank. He was charge sheeted by two charge sheets dated 
6-11-1993 and 22-11-1993. The allegation in both charge 
sheets is that he remained absent without leave and in 
view of earlier three punishments for minor misconduct the 
present unauthorised absence is .a gross misconduct of 
habitually remaining absent without leave. As per the 
first charge sheet it was alleged that he remained absent 
from 16-09-1993 to 23-09-1993 (8 days) and resumed duty 
on 24-09-1993, but applied for leave only on 18-10- i 993. As 
per the 2nd charge sheet he is said to have remained absent 
without applying from 15-11-1993 onwards. He applied for 
leave only on 18-11 -1993 for a few days on sick ground. Two 
enquiries were conducted and he was found guilty of 
habitual absence without complying with leave rules. In 
view of the earlier three punishments for the same 
misconduct by imposing censure twice and stoppage of 
increment for 6 months withbut cumulative effect, he was 
dismissed from service treating it as a major misconduct. 

3. The contention of the union is that the charges 
are vague. The charge sheets are silent about the witnesses 
to be examined and documents to be relied on by the 
management. The vital documents sought for by the 
worker were not produced by the management. Defence 
witness was not allowed to be examined by the Enquiry' 
Officer. The disciplinary authority did not properly assess 
the evidence and analyse the findings of enquiry officer in 
the proper perspective. At any rate the punishment is bad 
and excessive. The management has not passed any order 
on the leave applications submitted by the worker. Hence 
the charge cannot stand. The worker is entitled to be 
reinstated with back wages and other benefits, 

4. According to the management the worker was in 
the habit of absenting. He used to apply for leave only 
after resuming duty. Management had arranged for medical 
examination of the worker and it was found in the 
examination that he was not suffering from any illness 
warranting rest. In spite of repeated advise he made no 
improvement in his habit. Disciplinary action was taken 
three times previously for unauthorised absence and three 
times minor punishments were imposed. Hence an enquiry' 


was ordered when similar misconduct was repeated. The 
worker fully participated in the enquiry, f le was defended 
by a union executive member. Based on evidence on the 
record the enquiry' officer found the workman guilty ol 
habitual absence and non compliance with leave rules. A 
copy of the Enquiry Report was given to him. 1 le was heard 
regarding findings by the disciplinary' authority. He was 
also given notice of proposed punishment and he was 
heard. Considering the past conduct of the workman and 
his irresponsible attitude the punishment of dismissal was 
imposed. The workman had no case during enquiry that 
the charges were vague. On the contrary the charges were 
specific^end he was aware of the charges. Sufficient 
opportunity was given to the worker to defend the charges 
and adduce defence evidence. Hence he is not entitled for 
reinstatement or any other relief. 

5. In view of the above contentions the following 
points arise for consideration : 

1. Are the findings sustainable ? 

2. Is the punishment legal and proper ? 

The evidence consists of the oral testimony of M WI 
and documentary' evidence of Exts.M I and M2 on the side 
of the management and no evidence on the side of the 
union. 

6. Points ! and 2 :— in respect of the 2 charge 
sheets dated 06-11-1993 and 22-11-1993 alleging habitual 
absence two enquiries were conducted and two enquiry 
reports were submitted by two different Enquiry Officers. 
In both enquiries the worker was found guilty of habitual 
absence. The disciplinary authority passed a common order 
of dismissal from service w ithout notice. At the lime of 
hearing the learned counsel for the union did not press for 
a finding regarding merits of the enquiry but only 
questioned the propriety of treating the misconduct as a 
gross misconduct falling within Clause 19.5 (!) of First 
Bipartite Settlement. According to the learned counsel for 
the union a charge under Clause 19.5(f) will not lie as the 
worker was punished twice with censure and once with 
stoppage of increment only. Clause 19.5(0 reads:— 

“habitual doing of any act which amounts to "minor 
misconduct" as defined below, "habitual " meaning a 
course of action taken or persisted in 
notwithstanding that at least on three previous 
occasions censure or warnings have been 
administered or an adverse remark has been entered 
against him;" 

7. The learned counsel for the management would 

submit that the above clause takes in any minor punishment 
made mention in Clause 19.8 and ’imposed three times on 
previous occ >ions for minor misconduct. When a minor 
misconduct i> commuted on a fount a occasion, i* onion ; s 
to a major misconduct. The submission. ! u> 

be correct. Clause 19.5(0 refers to M .. . 

punishments i.e. censure, warning and au •» t mem end 
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not all punishments mentioned in Clause 19.8, If the 
intention was to include all minor punishments, there was 
no need to specifically refer to three of the minor 
punishments alone in 19.5(f)' Stoppage of increment is 
excluded from Clause 19.5(f). The reason could be that the 
stoppage of increment itself is a deterrent punishment as 
there is monetary loss. Whereas warning, censure or advise 
remark are not sufficiently deterrent punishments. The 
workman was punished twice with censure and one with 
stoppage of increment for six months without cumulative 
effect. The last punishment of stoppage of increment cannot 
be said to be a minor misconduct falling within Clause 
19.5(0 to make it ‘habitual’. Therefore the worker cannot 
be charged for gross misconduct under Clause 19.5(0- But 
there is no illegality in holding an enquiry even though the 
misconduct is minor. However the punishment of dismissal 
from service cannot stand as the misconduct is only a 
minor misconduct. No doubt the worker has been remaining 
absent on and of and it is bound to affect the smooth 
functioning of the bank. But the management can proceed 
only legally for disciplinary action. The service of the 
employee cannot be dispensed with somehow. The 
management can impose only one of the minor punishments, 
maximum of which is stoppage of increment for a period of 
six months. Naturally the punishment of dismissal from 
service is unsustainable. 

In the result an award is passed finding that the 
action of the management in dismissing the workman Sri. 
C.C. Dinesh from service is illegal and unjustified and the 
punishment of dismissal is reduced to stoppage of incrment 
for a period of six months without cumulative effect as per 
Clause 19.8 C of First Bipartite Settlement. The management 
is directed to re-instate the workman in service with 
continuity of service and back wages from 30-04-1997 and 
all other statutory benefits within one month after the award 
becomes enforceable. 

The award will come into force one month after its 
publication in the official gazette. 

Dictated to the Personal Assistant, transcribed and 
typed by her, corrected and passed by me on this the 28th 
day of October, 2008. 

P. L. NORBERT, Presiding Officer 
Appendix 

Witness for the Union — Nit 

Witness for the Management 

MW1 — 06-06-2008 K.P.Poly 

Exhibit for the Union — Nil. 

Exhibits for the Management 

Ml & M2 — Enquiry Files. 
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New Delhi, the 22nd October, 2010 

S.O. 2894.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the C entral 
Government hereby publishes the Award [Ref. No. 1437/ 
2004) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal ] .about 
Court, Gujarat Ahmedabad as shown in the Annexurc, in 
the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of M/s. Indian Airlines Etc!., and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 22-10-2010. 

[No. L-l 1012/53-2004-1 R(C-11 
D.S.S. SRINIVASA RAO. Desk Officer 

ANNF.XllRE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT AT 
AHMEDABAD 

PRESENT 

BIN AY KUMAR SINII A, Presiding Officer, Ahmedabad 
Reference (C.Gl.T.A) No. 1 437/2004 

Manager, 

Indian Air Lines Ltd., 

University Road Fatehganj, 

Baroda ...First Party 

& Their Workman 

Office Suprintendent, 

Gujarat Mazdoor Panchayat, 

Shram Shakti P. B. No. 77, 

GP.O., Opp. Prabhat Press, 

Mirzapur Road, 

Ahmedabad-380 001 ...Second Party 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Employer : Shri Girish Prajapati 

(Advocates) 

For the Workman : Shri S. G. Vagcla 

Representative 

Ahmedabad dated 4th October, 2010 

(Ref. C.Gl.T.A. No 1 137/0-1) 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour and 
Employment by its Order No. L-l 1012/53/2004,IR (( -l) dated 
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23/08/2004 in exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(d) of sub section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of 
the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 have referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication : 

“Whether the demand of the Gujarat Mazdoor 
Panchayat for reinstatement/regularization of (1) S/ 
Shri Santosh D Chalke (2) Iqbalhusain S. Gohil (3) 
Bhailalbhai D. Rathod (4) Rajakbhai Y. Shaik (5) 
Kanubhai D. Parmar (6) Devidas N. Dhabhade (7) 
Sanjay Kumar D. Patanbadia (8) Wasimbhai A. Shaikh 
(9) Bharatbhai D. Patil (10) Jasubhai K. Rathod is 
justified ? What relief are the concerned workmen 
entitled and from what date ? 

2. The parties were issues a notice to file statement 
of claim by this tribunal, which were not filed by the parties. 
The second party has submitted an authority to represent 
the second party By Ex, 5 the second Party submitted an 
application to withdraw the reference and it was stated 
that second party is satisfied and he does not want to 
adjudicate the matter and prayed to allow the second party 
to withdraw the matter Looking to the facts of Ex. 5 this 
Tribunal has allowed to withdraw the reference. Hence 1 
hereby passed the following order: 

ORDER 

Application Ex. 5 is hereby allowed. The second party 
is allowed to withdraw the reference. The reference is 
hereby disposed off No order as to cost. 

Date: 4-10-2010 
Ahmedabad 

B. K. S1NHA, Presiding Officer 

22 3T^T, 2010 

°FT.33T. 2895.—SffafWT, 1947 ( 1947 
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^41^4-2,*^ (^^2RTRM37T^t-2/31 

2001) ft\ 08-10-2010 

TO TTRT £?T I 

[K T^T-!201 1/245/2000-331^ 3TR(*fr~[I)] 
■St.tTTf.PTl. 7TO, 

New Delhi, the 22nd October, 2010 
S.O. 2895.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref, No.CGIT-2/ 

3 I of 2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
f abour Court-2, Mumbai now as shown in the Annexure, in 
the Industrial dispute between the employees in relation to 
the management of Syndicate Bank and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 08-10-2010. 

[No. L-1201 l/245/2000-lR(B-Il)] 
D.S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT 
NO. 2, MUMBAI 

PRESENT 

A, A. LAD, Presiding Officer 

Reference No. CG IT-2/31 of 2001 

Employers in Relation to the Management of 
Syndicate Bank 

The Deputy Gen. Manager, 

Syndicate Bank, 

Zonal Office, Maker Tower ‘E* 

2nd Floor, Plot No. 85, Cuffe Parade, 

Colaba, Mumbai-400005 ...First Party 

V/s. 

Their Workmen 
The President, 

Syndicate Bank Employees Union, 
through Workman Mr. Vinod Kumar Amin, 

I -A, Palm View, Plot No. 8, Amritvan-1, 

Near Ciba, Goregaon (East), 

Mumbai-400063 ... Second Party 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Employer : Mr. S.V.AIva, 

Advocate. 

For the Workman : Mr. R, D. Bhat, 

Advocate 

Date of reserving the Award : 30-08-2009 
Date of passing the Award : 07-09-2010 

AWARD PART-11 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by its 
Order No. L-12011/245/2000-1 R(B-II) dated 12-2-2000 in 
exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub¬ 
section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 have referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of Syndicate Bank by dismissing 
Shri Vinod Kumar from the services of the Bank is 
justified and proper ? If not then what relief the 
workman is entitled to ?” 

2. Workman Vinod Kumar Amin was engaged as 
Clerk in the management Syndicate Bank in the year 1977. 
Vide Claim Statement (Exhibit-6) workman pleaded that he 
was an active union member and that due to union activities, 
bank had grudge against him. It is averred that workman 
while working as Clerk-cum-Typist in Khar Branch though 
he had pul 22 years unblemished service, he was issued 
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cha sheet dated 23-7-1998 alleging that he had floated 
the firm M/s. Amigo Industries with one of his brothers as 
partners only to circumvent the provision that he cannot 
be partner and was financially involved in the affairs of the 
firm while in service of the bank thereby committed grave 
misconduct attracting clause 19.5 of the Bi-partite 
Settlement. It is averred that because of differences in 
partners the manufacturing process of the firm was stopped 
and that though he had not taken any interest in the 
b 'iness of the firm, he was alleged to have involved in the 
s „,ess, which he had replied on 8-9-1998. However not 
satisfied with the reply the bank initiated domestic inquiry 
against him through the Inquiry Officer Mr. Acharya. It is 
contended that the domestic inquiry conducted against 
him was in violation of Principles of Natural Justice and fair 
play and that findings recorded by the Inquiry Officer are 
perverse. It is contended, Mr. Acharya who was Manager 
(IR-Cell) was active office-bearer of Syndicate Bank Officers 
Association holding the position as Zonal Council Member 
and that workman being an active union member of the 
Awan Staff, was biased against him, therefore, he had 
requested the Disciplinary Authority to-change the Inquiry 
Officer Mr. Acharya, however, management turned down 
his request and thereby prejudice had caused to him. It is 
further contended that the bank though did not examine 
the witnesses the Inquiry Officer relied on the 
documents in connection with those witnesses as if, 
contents thereirrwere gospel truth. It is pleaded that 
with undue haste inquiry was completed and that 
the findings of the Inquiry Officer holding him guilty 
are " t based on the evidence and the documents led 
befo:,. him, consequently, findings are perverse. It 
is averred that inquiry as a whole vitiates, however, 
despite hat the Disciplinary Authority based on the 
report dated 8-7-1999 dismissed the workman by the 
order dated 25-9-1999. It is contended workman had 
assailed the said dismissal before the Appellate 
Authority, however, his appeal was turned down on 
6-12-1999. It is contended since the inquiry vitiates 
the management’s action of dismissing the workman is 
unjust Tied, and therefore, workman be reinstated in 
surv : ■ with full back wages. 

3. Management Bank resisted the claim of workman 
by filing Written Statement (Exhibit-11) contending 
that workman while working at Nana Chowk Branch 
carried out business in the name of M/s. Amigo 
industries, and therefore, he was charged vide charge- 
sheet dated 23-7-1998 for engaging in trade or 
business outside the scope of his duties under 
clause 19.5 (a) of the Bipartite Settlement and that inquiry; 
was conducted on the charges. It is averred that 
Inquiry Officer giving sufficient opportunity, by the 
report dated 8-7-1999 held the workman guilty and 
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that considering the proved grave charges he was 
dismissed by the order dated 25-9-1999 which was 
endorsed by the Appellate Authority. It is averred in 
detail that workman carried on the business in the 
name of Amigo Industries who were the constituent of 
Jogeshwari Branch Mumbai and that on 3-5-1993 the 
said partnership firm opened a Current Account No. 948 
with Jogeshwari Branch and availed certain credit facilities 
with the said br.anch since 1994 and that liabilities 
aggregating to Rs. 58 lacs had caused to the books of the 
bank without adequate securities to fall back upon It is 
averred one of the partners Mr. Kalmadi who is the brother 
of the workman, had furnished address of Goregaon (East) 
which is the address of the firm and also residence of the 
workman and that when the firm approached the bank for 
sanction of credit facilities workman approached the bank 
for getting the credit facilities sanctioned and invested in 
the business of the said firm and also involved himscll in 
the maintenance of the books, purchase etc. which 
circumstances indicate that the workman floated the said 
firm with his brother w'hich was against the provisions ol 
the Bipartite Settlement. It is pleaded Mr. Acharya 
conducted fair inquiry with the assistance ol the Presenting 
Officer Mr. Prasad and Defence Representative Mr. Kim. It 
is contended Inquiry Officer with detailed reasons 
appreciating the evidence recorded the findings, and 
therefore, the inquiry does not vitiate consequently cannot 
be interfered by this tribunal. Bank, therefore prayed to 
dismiss the claim of the workman. 

4. By rejoinder (Exhibit 12) workman reiterated the 
recitals in the Claim Statement denying the averments in 
the Written Statement. 

5. On the basis of the pleadings issues were framed 
at Exhibit 15. Out of them Issues of fairness of inquiry' and 
perversity of findings were taken as a preliminary issues 
and in that context workman Amin filed affidavit (Exhibit 
16) in lieu of Examination-in-chief and closed oral evidence 
vide purshis (Exhibit 20). In rebuttal, Mr. Acharya Chief 
Manager filed affidavit (E.xhibit 21) and the Management 
Bank closed evidence vide purshis (Exhibit 22). Said Issues 
were decided by my I.d Predecessor by passing Part I 
Award on 28th May, 2003 holding enquiry was not fair and 
proper as well as finding perverse. 

6. Thereafter evidence was led by both to justify 
the action of termination. After recording the evidence led 
by both this Tribunal by Part 11 Aw-ard dated 3-9-2009 
observed action taken by the Management is not just and 
observed to quash and set aside and directed Bank to 
reinstate the concerned workman with benefits of hack 
wages and continuity' of service. 

7. Thereafter Bank challenged the said order by filing 
Writ Petition No. 1271 of 2010. While disposing off the said 
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Writ Petition Hon’ble High Court passed the following 
order: 

“(0 the impugned order dated 30th September, 2009 
passed by the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal No. 2, Mumbai (CGIT-2) in Reference 
No. CGIT-2/31 of2001 is quashed and set aside 
and the matter is remanded back to the CGIT-2 
for fresh hearing and orders; 

(ii) the CGIT-2 shall after hearing the parties afresh 
but without allowing the parties to lead any 
further evidence, dispose of the Reference No. 
CGIT-2/31 of2001 on or before 13th September, 

2010; 

(iii) No adjoumment/s shall be sought on behalf of 
the Petitioner or the Respondents before the 
CGIT-2; 

(iv) The parties shall appear before the CGIT-2 with 
a copy of this order duly authenticated by the 
Personal Assistant of this Court on 25th August, 
2010 at I 1.00 a.m. and obtain necessary 
directions; 

(v) Writ Petition is accordingly disposed of with no 
orders as to costs. 

8. So as per these directions to this Tribunal is 
concerned said direct to dispose off the reference on or 
before 13-9-2010 without allowing parties to lead any further 
evidence. Besides said order reveals that it did not touch 
the order passed by my Ld. Predecessor which was passed 
in Part 1 Award dated 20-5-2003 in which my predecessor 
observed enquiry was not fair and proper and finding 
perverse. 

9. So now before me is the point of remaining 
Issue i.e. point of Issues which is concerned with the action 
taken by the Management in dismissing the concerned 
workman and to decide whether it is justified and proper 
and what relief require to be given to the concerned 
workman. Those Issues are at Serial No. 3 and 4 of Exhibit 
15 which 1 reproduce as follows and answer against 
them. 

ISSUES FINDINGS 

3. Whether the action of Syndicate 

Bank by dismissing Shri Vinod Kumar 

from the services of the Bank is justified 

and proper ? No 

4. What relief Mr. Vinod Kumar 

is entitled to ? As per 

order 

Passed 

below. 


Issue Nos. 3 & 4: 

10, As observed by Hon’ble High Court parties arc 
not permitted to lead any evidence. I heard arguments 
of both on the point of action taken on workman i.e. 
punishment given to the workman of dismissal. While 
arguments were going on the Ld. Advocate for the Bank 
submitted that enquiry was fair and proper and finding 
were not perverse. On that Ld. Advocate for the 
workman submitted that, the observations of this 
Tribunal regarding fairness of enquiry and perversity 
of the finding as observed in Part I Award dated 
20-5-2003 are not disturbed. Even according to me 
though the directions given by the I lon’ble High Court, 
more precisely, regarding para-1 of the order has not 
disturbed which is on the point of enquiry and perversity 
of the finding and it appears that, the finding given by this 
Tribunal on fairness of enquiry and perversity of the finding 
of the enquiry officer are maintained which implies that, 
enquiry was not fair and proper and findings were perverse. 
On that the Ld. Advocate for the Bank submit that, there 
was amble evidence before the Enquiry Officer to hold the 
concerned workman guilty ofthe charge of misconduct i.e. 
charge of indulging in trade or business outside the scope 
of his duties which fall under clause 19.5(a) of Bipatritc 
Settlement, He submit that, number of witnesses were 
examined by the Bank before the Enquiry Officer, number 
of documents were verified by him and after going through 
that the Enquiry Officer observed concerned workman 
guilty of the charge of misconduct and observed he 
committed said act which is gross misconduct by indulging 
himself in the business ofthe firm which is nothing but 
engaging in trade or business outside the scope of duties 
and it is an act which is as per Clause 19,5 (a) of the Bipartite 
Settlement. Whereas Ld. Advocate for the workman submit 
that, enquiry was not fair and proper and enquiry Ending 
were perverse. Said observations w'crc maintained by 
Hon’ble High Court and are not disturbed anywhere. 
Evidence led by the Management i.e. Bank does not prove 
that, concerned workman engaged himself in trade or 
business outside the scope of his duties and has committed 
misconduct as alleged which falls under Clause 19.5 (a) of 
Biptriate Settlement. He submit that, charge of engaging in 
trade or business of the firm arc not proved by the Bank. 
No evidence of any type was before the Enquiry Officer. 
Even Enquiry Officer did not consider the 
investigating report of witness Salish Kamalh who is 
examined at Exhibit 33 by the Bank. Even he admit that, his 
report was not submitted before the Enquiry officer and 
was not considered by the Enquiry officer while holding 
concerned workman guilty ofthe charge of misconduct. 
Even said witness admit that, he did not offer witnesses for 
cross examination which he examined in the investigation. 
Even Enquiry officer is not examined in this case before 
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this Tribunal nor his report is submitted foi perusal. Bank 
closed evidence by filing closing purshis at Exhibit 45. 
According to him nothing is there to hold the concerned 
workman guilty of the charge of misconduct and it lead to 
presume that, he was engaged in business which was 
outside his duties, He also submit that, he is unemployed 
and he is entitled for reinstatement with benefit of back 
wages and continuity of service. The Ld. Advocate for the 
Bank submit that, the concerned workman is not entitled 
for reinstatement nor back wages since action taken by the 
Bank is just and proper and does not require any 
interference. 

11. In that respect if we peruse the evidence which 
is on record we find that, the Enquiry Officer is not examined 
in this case. It is to be noted that, Investigating Officer 
who conducted investigation in respect of the involvement 
of the concerned workman in availing credit facility 
extended to M/s. Amigo Industries from Jogeshwari Branch 
of the Bank is examined at Exhibit 33 who states in the 
affidavit that, during the course of the investigation he 
seized certain documents from Jogeshwari Branch, copies 
of w'hich were produced in the enquiry. He further states 
that, he found that Saving Bank Account No.5009 was 
opened in the name of Shri Ganesh Gupta which was 
introduced by the 2nd Party workman, having residential 
address of 2nd Party workman. Said affidavit further says 
that another Account No.5010 was opened in the name of 
Premnath Kalmadi which was also introduced by the 2nd 
Party workman and the address of his was given the 
residential address of the 2nd Party. He also states that, 
investigation revealed that, transaction in Saving Bank 
Account No.5009 of Ganesh Gupta has been transferred to 
Current Account of M/s, Amigo Industries, He further 
states that, in the investigation he found that, the S.B. 
Account No.5010 of Premnath Kalmadi of which amount 
w'as transferred to Current Account of M/s. Amigo 
Industries on various occasions in various accounts. He 
states in the affidavit that, at the initial stage, he revealed 
opening of Current Account of M s. Amigo industries at 
Jogeshwari Branch of which Premnath Kalmadi and Rajesh 
Singh were the partners. He further slates in the said 
affidavit that, in the investigations he recovered documents 
regarding various transactions of Account No. 5/96 of 
jogeshwari Branch and noted various transaction in 
Account No. 5/96 of M/s. Amigo Industries at Bank’s 
jogeshwari Branch and noted that, that, Mr R, B. Singh, 
one of the Partner of M/s. Amigo Industries, has written a 
letter addressed to the Manager of Bank’s Jogeshwari 
Branch. He further states in the said that, Mr. R.B. Singh 
one of the partners of M/'s. Amigo Industries who had 
written a letter addressed to the Manager of the Jogeshwari 
Branch. He further states in the said affidavit that, said 
Partner R.S. Singh in the letter dated 18-1 1-1996 addressed 
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to the Jogeshwari branch again alleged that, the record- 
pertaining to M/s. Amigo Industries is in the custody o! 
the 2nd Party Workman. He also referred in the affidavit 
that, in the investigation letter dated 24-5-1990 written b\ 
2nd Party to R.S. Singh was recovered along with the leuer 
dated 6-11-1996 of M/s. Parag Textiles addressed to 2nd 
Party workman. He also states that, in tire investigations, 
he noticed, copies of Order Book ot Nana t howk which 
shows residential address of the concerned workman and 
financial statement of M/s. Amigo Industries. I le also slat, 
that on verifying the financial statement ol VI s. /vinigi' 
Industries as on 30-9-1995 and 31-3-1996 name ol the 
concerned workman was included as unsecured creditor 
of the firm, lie further states that, in the investigation he 
noted that, letter dated 3-2-1997 was written by R.S. Singh 
addressed to the Manager of Jogeshwari Branch alleging 
that, 2nd Party is responsible for the non-tunctiomng ot 
M/s. Amigo Industries, lie further states that, in the 
investigation he recorded statement ot 2nd Party. Viiuul 
Kumar Kalmadi and he also recorded statement of R.S 
Singh. He further states in the affidavit that, in the 
investigation he recovered letter dated 28-1 l-l 99 oi \1 . 
Parag Textiles which indicates that, 2nd Party was involved 
in the firm of M/s. Amigo Industries. He also states about 
letter dated 2-12-1997 of M/s. i.M.A. Builders which 
indicates that, they had negotiations with 2nd Parts 
workman with regard to supply of the machineries to VI s 
Amigo Industries he found that, the said Builder w«s 
shielding the concerned workman. 11c also referred to idler 
dated 12-9-1994 and perused the contents of it which 
facilitated M/s. Amigo Industries for various credit taciiilies 
and on that he contends that, the concerned workman is 
guilty of the charge of misconduct holding him guilty ot 
the misconduct in engaging himself in the trade or business 
activities which are outside the scope of his duties and u 
falls under Clause 19.5 of Bipatriate Settlement and therelv 
committed misconduct. In the cross this witness state > 
that, he is conversant with the distance. He admit it is 7U 
Kms. is the distance from Bombay Central to larapm If. 
states that, Western Railway is the only facility to read; 
that destination. He states that, Parag industry is situatoi: 
at Badlapur which is on the Central Railway He states that 
it has same distance from Bombay C entral. 1 le states tfuu 
Railway is the only (acility to reach the destination 1 f. 
states that, Parag Industry is situated at Badlapur which is 
on the Central Railway. He states that, both Industries ar_ 
at same distance from Bombay C entral. 1 le admit that, end 
Party was working at Nana C howk Branch ol Bank during 
that time and was residing at Goregaon He states that, 
said distance can be traveled by C entral Railway only i le 
states that, during Septembcr October, 1997 he receive.! 
instructions from Vigilance Branch to enquire ahum 
involvement of 2nd Party in the business of Anm-o 
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Industries. He further states that, directions were given to 
him to find out where there is involvement of 2nd Party in 
the business of M/s. Amigo Industries. He states that, he 
visited Nana Chowk Branch during October, 1997 and 
recorded statement of the concerned workman, gone 
through his Saving Bank Account as well as his Staff card 
of that particular period. He states that, he has also gone 
through the leave account of the concerned workman and 
found that, he was sanctioned permitted leave. He states 
that, if one has to visit Tarapur or Badlapur it will take 
whole day from Nana Chowk and for that one has to take 
leave. He states that, he has no evidence to prove that, 2nd 
Party has taken frequent leave. He admit that, there was no 
instructions not to introduce any relatives in the Saving 
Bank Account. He admit that, there is nothing wrong in 
introducing Ganesh Gupta and Premnath Kalmadi to open 
their Saving Bank Account with the Bank, He also admit 
that, he has no evidence to show that, 2nd Party workman 
was operating those accounts. He admit that, Amigo 
Industries is a partnership firm consisting of Premnath 
Kalmadi and Mr. R.S. Singh who are the partners of the 
said firm. He states that, the said partnership firm was started 
in 1993 and stopped in 1996. He admits that, Ganesh Gupta 
and Premanth Kalmadi are the brothers of 2nd Party. He 
admit that, in Exhibit M-10 which is at page 117 of Exhibit 
10 in which 2nd Party workman has stated that, he cannot 
explain the accounts. He admit that, page 118 of Exhibit 11 
was available with Jogeshwari Branch. He admit that, he 
did not enquire as to how the Jogeshwari Branch got it. He 
states that, other partner of Amigo Industries is R.A. Singh 
who gave address of Parag Industry. He further states that, 
he met R.A. Singh in October, 1997. However, at that time 
he states that, he did not enquire with him as to how R.A. 
Singh received Exhibit M-l 1. He admit that, there was 
dispute between him and the 2 partners. He admit that, he 
was not aware of the complaint filed by Premnath Kalmadi 
against R.S. Singh. When question was put to him, whether 
he has original of Exhibit M-11 to which he replied that, “he 
did not remember’. He admit that, signature in Exh.M-l 1 is 
not legible. He admits that, he considered M-ll as a 
authentic document in the investigation and gave finding 
on the basis of said. He admits that, he has not considered 
the possibility of fabrication of document by R.S. Singh. 
He states that, he cannot give opinion regarding signature 
of Exh.M-l 1 and Exh.18 whether both are similar or 
otherwise. He states that, he has not made any observations 
regarding Exhibit M-18 and 11. He states that, on the basis 
of Exhibit 18 he reported that, Mr. Vinod Kumar i.e. 2nd 
Party is concerned and involved in the affairs of Amigo 
Industries. He states that, he had discussions with 
signatories of Exhibit M-l 8. However, he admits that, he 
has not recorded statement of anybody on that point. He 
admits that, except Exh.M-l 8 no other evidence like visiting 


cards or letter heads of the Parag Industry were collected 
to show that, Parag Textiles exists. When question was pm 
whether he enquired with Mr. Shekhar or Shetty about 
writing of Exhibit M-l8 on which he replied, he do not 
remember. He states that, he talked with Jageja about Exhibit 
M-l8.He states that, he had not recorded statements of 
signatories of Exhibit M-20. He admit that, he has no 
evidence to show that, he talked with signatories of Exh. 
M-20. He states that, one Kamlakar T. Kadam is signatory 
of M-20. He states that, he has not enquired with Kamlakar 
as to why he wrote said letter to Chief Vigilance Officer 
who sanctioned loan to Amigo Industries. Even he admit 
that, he did not try to find out the officer, who granted loan 
to Amigo Industries. He admit that, there is no bar or 
restriction to the employees of Syndicate Bank to invest 
money with relatives or friends. He admit that, his report 
was not taken in the enquiry proceedings. Then 
Management examined one more witness Rajendra S.Singh, 
the other Director of Amigo Industries at Exhibit 36 who 
states regarding formation of M/s. Amigo Industries, 
involvement of 2nd Party workman and correspondence 
made in that connection. In the cross this witness of 
the Management states that Partnership Deed is in 
writing of Amigo Industries between him and 
Premnath Kalmadi. He states that, 2nd Party workman, 
is maintaining accounts. However, he admits that, he 
has no evidence on that point. He admits that, he know 
Ganesh Kalmadi who is brother of Vinod Kumar i.e. 
2nd Party workman. He states that, Ganesh Kalmadi 
was introduced by Vinod Kalmadi as his nominee in 
his absence. He admit that, Ganesh Kalmadi was 
looking after the business and was taking decisions in 
the absence of Vinod Kalmadi. He admit that, factory 
is situated at Tarapur w'hich is called Boisar Area. I le 
admit that, he was visiting factory every Saturday 
and was staying there till Thursdays evening. He 
states that, 2nd Party workman was visiting factory on 
number of occasions and was staying there for w'holc day. 
He states that, 2nd Party, workman, was supervising the 
work of the factory whenever he visited. He admit that, 
there is no writing to show that, 2nd Party' workman, visited 
Factory and supervised the work at any point of time. When 
question was put to the said witness by Advocate of the 
2nd Party, whether 2nd Party workman, was taking leave 
while attending factory on which he says “God knows”. 
He admit that, he is aware of Power of Attorney given to 
Ganesh Kalmadi. He admits that, Exhibit 10 is the copy of 
his letter and admit signature below it. I le admit that, entire 
loan taken from Bank for factory W'as not paid. Me states 
that, Bank took action about the recover)' of the amount. 
He admits that, he has not paid his liability. Lastly 
Management examined another Partner Divakar Karkeria 
at Exhibit 43 who speaks about his acquaintance with 2nd 
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party, workman, and role played by 2nd Party in making 
investment in Amigo Industries and functioning of it. In 
the cross this witness states that, he is 20% partner of 
M/s. Amigo Industries. He states that, he has taken loan 
from the Bank and invested it with Amigo Industries. He 
states that, he became partner of Amigo Industries in 1988. 

He states that, before he became partner of M/s. Amigo 
Industries it was not functioning. He states that, there was 
only structure of M/s. Amigo Industries at that time. He 
states that, it is not true that factory was closed in 1996 and 
thereafter he became partner in 1998. On that Management 
i.e. Bank closed evidence by filing closing purshis at Exhibit 
45. 

12. 2nd Party workman, in response to the evidence 
led by Bank to justify its action of termination, filed his 
affidavit at Exhibit 48 where he states that, he worked with 
the Bank as a Clerk. He states that, he was not visiting 
Amigo Industries and was not concerned with its activities. 

In the cros„ he states that, he was Committee Member of 
the Syndicate Bank Employees Union. 1 le admit signatures 
from pages 71 to 74 of Exhibit 10. He admit that, M/s. Amigo 
Industries was having account in Syndicate Bank at 
Jogcshvvari. He admit that, address of M's. Amigo Industries 
is of his residence. He states that, Saroja V. Amin is his 
wife. 1 Ic admit that, she has invested amount in M/s. Amigo 
Industries. He states that. M/s. Amigo Industry was 
engaged in business of chemicals. He admit that, Mr. 
Prernnath Kalmadi and Ganesh Gupta are his brothers and 
were residing with him at Bombay address. He states that, 
he did not work with any Company alter termination. He 
admit that, he did not apply with Bank for his employment, 
lie denies that, he was dismissed since he was engaged 
in conducting affairs of M/s. Amigo Industries. His case 
is that, he was terminated on a number of allegations, 
including his association with Union and officers 
Association. Then he examined his brother Ganesh 
Kalmadi at Exhibit 51 who is Director of M/s. Amigo 
fndustires and closed evidence by filing closing purshis 
at Exhibit 52. 

13. Heard both after remand of the Reference. 
Besides oral arguments, workmen filed gist of 
Arguments at Exhibit 64 and list of rulings at Exhibit 61 and 
Management filed Synopsis of arguments along with list 
of rulings at Exhibit 62. 

14. Now we have to see, what the charge was levelled 
ana in st the concerned workman 2 Charge leveled against 
the concerned workman was he involved in the activities 
of M/s. Amigo Industries which is a partnership firm of 
which brothers of 2nd Party viz. Prernnath Kalmadi and 
Ganesh Gupta are the partners. Charge is that, Account of 
the said firm is with the Jogcshwari Branch of the Bank and 


certain credits were obtained by the from Jogeshwari 
Blanch of the Syndicate Bank from 1994 which went upto 
Rs. 58 lakhs and the said amount is struck to books without 
adequate securities. It is also alleged that, partner of the 
firm Prernnath Kalmadi is brother of 2nd Parly 
concerned workman and other partner of the firm are known 
to 2nd Party workman. Charge is that, they approached the 
Bank at Khar Branch by furnishing address of the residence 
of 2nd Party concerned workman in which 2nd Party 
concerned workman was residing. It is alleged that, linn 
approached the Bank Branch tor sanction of credit facility 
and it is alleged that, 2nd Party also approached the Branch 
for getting credit facility to M/s. Amigo Industries. It is 
also alleged that, 2nd Party, concerned workman, invested 
in business of M/s. Amigo Industries. It is also alleged 
that, 2nd Party was maintaining the account books, 
preparing orders and purchase of material foi tactoiv li is 
also alleged that, he was purchasing machineries lor 
M/s. Amigo Industries and had made efforts to sale 
machinery of the firm. On the basis of the said it is alleged 
by the Bank that, by said, he committed act of gross 
misconduct which fall within the meaning of Clause 19.5 of 
the Bipatriatc Settlement and therefore. Bank charged him 
with engaging in trade or business outside the scope of 
his duties which fall under Clause 19.5 of the Bipartite 
Settlement. 

15, So the charge leveled against the concerned 
workman by charge sheet dated 23-7-1998 is of engaging 
in trade or business outside the scope of duties by writing 
accounts, giving orders for purchase and trying to dispose 
off the machinery of M/s. Amigo Industries. 

16. The evidence referred above nowhere shows 
that, 2nd Parly is concerned either remotely with the day 
to day activities of M's. Amigo Industries. Even u Joes 
not reveal that, he is handling the day to day activities ot 
the Amigo Industries or controlling the activities ot 
M/s. Amigo Industries by any means. Even evidence 
remotely does not connect 2nd Parly with the activities o! 
M's. Amigo Industries. It is fact that, his brothers Prernnath 
Kalmadi and Ganesh Gupta arc engaged in activities oi M s. 
Amigo Industries with other partner R.A. Singh. It is stated 
that, 2nd Party workman, deny that, he was looking alter 
the activities of M/s. Amigo Industries and was visiting 
the factory to control its activities. 

17. Now, we have to see whether there is iota ol 
evidence with the Bank to show that. 2nd 1 any is 
concerned with the activities of M/s. Amigo lndusiiies ot 
was having control over it/ 5 for that, Bank has led evidence 
of Satish Kamath at Exhibit 33 who made investigations 
and submitted report. However, this Kamaih admit that, his 
report was neither considered by the Enquiiy ()t licet noi it 
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is part of the enquiry proceedings. Even said Satish Kamath 
admit that, he has not examined any witness and offered 
shose witness for cross to 2nd Party, concerned workman, 
before relying on the evidence of which he came across 
during the investigation and even this Kamath is unable to 
explain how he recovered documents from Jogeshwari 
Branch and how Jogeshwari Branch received those. Even 
he is unable to depose about signature on various 
documents like Exhibits 18 and 11 and even unable to state 
who is author of those and who is signatory of said 
documents. Even he admit that, he has no evidence to 
show that Parag Industries exists to which M/s. Amigo 
Industries was supplying colour to Parag Textiles. Even he 
unable to connect 2nd Party with the activities of Amigo 
Industries. He admit that, he simply rely on Exhibit M-18 
and that is the only evidence with him. He admit that, except 
M-18 he has no other evidence to show that, 2nd Party is 
connected with the activities of M/s. Amigo Industries 
and Parag Industries. Even he admit that, he has not 
compared the writing of M 18 and M-l I and admits that, he 
has not bothered to compare/verify signatures of M-18 
and M-l I and even he admit that, he has not considered 
the possibility of signing Exh. M-11 and M-18 by different 
persons. 

18. Here it is to be noted that, original of M-l I and 
M-18 is not produced before this Tribunal upto this stage 
and even I made inquiry with the Advocate for the Bank, 
and asked him to produce original to verify it but till this 
moment no efforts are made by the Advocate for the Bank 
to produce the original to ascertain the reality of Exhibits 
M-l I and M-18 and signatures of M-l 1 and M-18. Besides 
the Xerox copy available with this Tribunal are produced 
by the 2nd Party with Exhibit 10. In this matter it is pertinent 
to note that, except documents listed in Exhibit 13 which 
consist of 3 pages, no other documents are produced by 
the Bank. Against that, 2nd Party produced documents 
with list at Exhibit 10 which consists Xerox copies. On 
perusal of those one will find that, most of the pages of 
Exhibit 10 are not legible and readable more precisely from 
page 116 onwards of Exhibit 10. Even while arguments were 
advanced, by both, after remand of the matter, and in view 
of the directions given by the Hon’ble High Court in Writ 
Petition No. 1371 of2010, no any documents are produced 
by the Bank though I asked the Bank to produce the 
originals. In fact it was duty of the Bank to produce the 
original of enquiry and other documents. In fact onus is on 
the Bank to justify its action of termination and to show 
that, 2nd Party is concerned with and he did aii those 
activities which were outside the scope of his duties. 

19. Besides it is admitted fact that, 2nd Party 
worked only at the level of Clerk. It is not that, he was 
officer of the Bank. One has to consider his position that, 


he was a Clerk. Besides only Witness of the Bank also 
admit that, there is no wrong in introducing relatives with 
the Bank and helping them to have their Saving Bank 
Account with the Bank. Even witness of the Bank admits 
that, there is no bar in investing the amount by the employee 
of the Bank with other business. This witness specifically 
admit that, there is no restriction from the Bank to introduce 
any relative in the Saving Bank Account. Even he admits 
that, there is nothing wrong in introducing Ganesh Kalmadi 
and Premnath Kalmadi to open their Saving Bank account. 
He admits that, he has no evidence to show that, 2nd Party 
was operating 2 Saving Bank Accounts. I le admits that, he 
did not come across leave taken by 2nd Party to visit 
M/s. Amigo Industries which is at a remote place. He admit 
that, 2nd Party has taken permitted leave. He admits that, 
there was no evidence to show that, 2nd Party was visiting 
M/s. Amigo Industries which is at Tarapur. He admits that, 
if one has to visit that place one has require to take leave. 
He admit that, 2nd Party workman has not taken more than 
permitted leave. Even he did not collect any evidence 
regarding visit of the concerned workman to M/s. Amigo 
Industries. Even no evidence is lead to show that, 2nd 
Party took part in particular transaction of M/s. Amigo 
Industries and his decision was followed by M/s. Amigo 
Industries. 

20. Besides possibility pointed out by the 2nd 
Party’s Advocate that, false allegation or false complaint 
might have been made by R. A. Singh who is another partner 
of M/s. Amigo Industries cannot be ruled out since 
complaints were written to Chief Vigilance Officer and not 
to the Branch or Head Office. Besides author of the complain 
Kadam was not examined by Investigation offered nor by 
Enquiry Officer and offer to cross to 2nd Party. Even 
statement of witnesses were not recorded by the 
Investigating Officer and evidence was not recorded by 
him and offered for cross to the 2nd Party workman, while 
submitting his report. And above all, report of the 
Investigating Officer was not placed in the enquiry and 
was not considered by Enquiry officer. Before us is the 
evidence of Investigating Officer only. Here it is to be noted 
that. Enquiry Officer was not examined and no other 
evidence is produced by the Bank except evidence of 
Investigating Officer which evidence was not considered 
in the enquiry. The evidence led by Management is of R.A. 
Singh against whom 2nd Parly, concerned workman 
succeeded in showing enmity and succeed in proving all 
the allegations as false which were made R.A. Singh, other 
partner of the firm who was not happy with the activities of 
M/s. Amigo Industries. The even evidence of another 
partner Divakar Karkeria, who is examined does not throw 
any light to show that, 2nd Party workman, was writing 
accounts and taking part in the decisions of M 's. Amigo 
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Industries. Charge levelled of writing books of 
accounts, taking part in the decisions of M/s. Amigo 
Industries and charge of purchasing the articles and of * 
selling the material to others are concerned, are not proved 
at all. 

21. In this scenario if we consider the evidence led 
by Management and the stand taken by the 2nd Party, by 
no stretch of imagination, it cannot be concluded that, 2nd 
Party workman was engaged in trade or business outside 
the scope of his duties. As stated above there is no 
evidence of any type on record produced by the 
Management to show that, he ever visited M/s. Amigo 
industries, supervised its work and took part in taking 
decisions in running M/s. Amigo Industries, much less no 
evidence of any type is led by Management to show that, 
he was responsible for taking decision regarding 
functioning of M/s. Amigo Industries or deciding its policy 
and its future. Apart from that, as alleged by the 
Management that, he took part in writing accounts, took 
part in the day to day activities of running M/s. Ambigo 
Industries and was responsible for deciding policies of it 
is concerned, nothing is produced and no type of any 
evidence is led on that point to prove that, he was part of 
the decision making authority or remotely concerned with 
the activities of M/s. Amigo Industries. Simply because 
his two brothers viz. Ganesh Gupta and Premnath Kalmadi 
were the Directors of M/s. Amigo Industries and only 
because they were staying with him or his address was 
utilized by them as address of the Directors of M/s. Amigo 
industries, it cannot be said that, he indulged in running 
said M/s. Amigo Industries or he did the activities which 
were outside the scope of his duties. Nothing is shown by 
the Bank that, the role played by the 2nd Party is against 
the policy of the Bank. Even witness examined by the Bank 
admit that, there is nothing wrong in introducing the brother 
to opcn Saving Banks Account and nothing is wrong in 
investing the amount by his relatives. In my considered 
view, for the reason that, he is relative ot Directors of 
M/s. Amigo Industries he cannot be held responsible and 
cannot be presumed for that as he is guilty ot the 
misconduct as alleged by the Bank. 

22. Number of citations are referred by the Advocate 
for the 2nd Party, more precisely citation published in 1999 
(I) I .LN page 7, while deciding the case of Ms. Neeta Kaplish 
vs Presiding Officer, Labour Court and Anr„ it is observed 
by Apex Court that, when enquiry being not as per the 
principles of natural justice and in that case remedy open 
to the Management is to justify its action of leading fresh- 
evidence. According to 2nd Party s Advocate no fresh 
evidence is led by the Management to justify its action. As 
stated above, at the beginning of the judgment, Part 1 of 
the Award passed by this Tribunal is not disturbed by the 
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Hon’ble High Court, in which my predecessor observed 
enquiry not fair and proper and finding perverse. Here 
evidence which is discussed above is not evidence 
which shows that 2nd Party involved in the running of 
M/s. Amigo Industries and it is his act out of scope of his 
duties and justify the action of the Management as 
expected. Even he referred to citation publish tn 
2002(3) LLN 206 where our Hon’blc High Court while 
deciding the case ofGope Laxrriichand Badlani vs. Oriental 
Bank of Commerce, New Delhi and Ors. observed that, in 
the domestic enquiry without offering witnesses tor cross 
and without obtaining the comments of the charge-sheeted 
employee, on the document, said evidence cannot be read 
as ah evidence. According to 2nd Party's Advocate. 
Investigating Officer blindly relied on the documents which 
he came across in the investigation and said investigation 
report is not considered by the Enquiry Officer. Said 
Investing Officer did not offer witnesses for cross which 
he examined in his investigation and did not oiler the 
documents to 2nd Party for comments on which he relied 
to conclude that, the 2nd Party workman, is guilty of the 
charge of misconduct. Besides in the above judgment it is 
also observed that, strict law of evidence may not apply to 
domestic enquiry. It is an elementary principle that, no such 
document can be relied upon against a party without giving 
him an opportunity of cross examining the author of the 
document which were referred in the report. He also 
placed reliance on the citation published in 2009 II LI J {SC ) 
page 21 where Apex Court while dccidingca.se of Roopsingh 
Negi vs. Punjab National Bank and Ors. observed, where 
inference drawn by Enquiry Of fleer is not supported by 
evidence, in that case, order of Disciplinary & Appellate 
Authority need not be maintained and require to set aside 
with directions to reinstate the employee with benetits ot 
full back wages and continuity of service. I -astly he referred 
to citation published in (2010) 3 SCC p. 192 in ease of I lariajan 
Inder Singh vs. Punjab state Warehousing Corporation 
where it is observed that, when termination is challenged 
on validity and legality in which Labour ( ourt observed 
termination unlawful, Mon’blc High Court, observed that, 
in that case relief of back wages and continuity ol service 
is a must. 

23. Against that. Advocate for the i si Party 
referred to citations published in 1969 II 1.1.J page /5 s where 
Apex Court while deciding the case of Delhi Cloth and 
General Mills Co. Ltd. and Ors vs. Its Workers and Ois . 
observed that, misconduct falling under several ot heads 
of misconduct may involve no direct loss or damage to the 
employer, but would render the functioning ot the 
establishment impossible or extremely hazardous. It is also 
observed that, one may also envisage several acts ol 
misconduct not directly involving the establishment in any 



[W] n—3(ii)j 


8081 


TO 4TT TRT5f : 20, 2010/^fe' 29, 1932 


loss, but which are destructive of discipline and cannot be 
tolerated. No one can comment on that observation, since 
it is expected from the worker who is working with the 
employer who has to take care of the business of the 
employer and he is expected to be loyal with employer and 
his business. It cannot be done by employee which is 
hazardous to the business of the Management which is 
causing loss to it cannot be tolerated. Here nothing is shown 
by the Management how 2nd Party did act which is injurious 
to the business of the Bank and to justify its action and 
able to prove in what manner role played by the 2nd Party 
workman affects on its business. At the most loan taken by 
M/s. Amigo Industries which is of 58 lakhs or so which is 
struck up may be cause but can be recovered by taking 
appropriate remedy in that connection. Even it is case on 
record that, recovery suit is filed by the Bank and it is 
pending and as said proceeding is independent proceeding 
w here 2nd Party' is not Party to the said proceedings as it is 
admitted by the Management. In my considered view for 
that, 2nd Party workman, cannot be held responsible and 
ruling produced by 1st Party published in 1969 II LLJ page 
755 of the Apex Court in the case of Delhi Cloth and General 
Mills Co. Ltd. and Ors vs. Its Workers and Ors. does not 
help 1st Party in that way. He also referred to citation 
published in 1998 I CLR page 1093 of Apex Court in the 
case of Union Bank of India vs Vishwa Mohan, citation 
published in 2006 1CLR page 39 (SC) of Apex Court in the 
case of U.P. State Brassware Corporation Ltd. & Anr. vs. 
Udai Narain Pandey and citation published in 
2009 II CLR page 723 of Apex Court in the case of Union of 
India and Ors. vs. Bishamber Das Dogra about which no 
quarrel can be raised as these are right at their places. 
However, those cannot be applied here as the facts in this 
case are different than the facts in those above referred 
cases. 

24. So if we consider all this coupled w'ith the 
case made out by both, 1st Party fail to establish that 2nd 
Party involved in the activities of M 's. Amigo Industries 
and did act w'hich is outside scope of his duties. 1 am of the 
view that, action of termination taken by the Bank is not 
just and it require to set aside with directions to reinstate 
2nd Party 

25, Now' question is of back wages. When 2nd 
Party succeeds in showing that, he is not concerned 
with activities of M/s, Amigo Industries and action taken 
by the Bank is not legal and proper, then we have to 
presume that, 2nd Party is in the employment. Here we 
have to presume that, he is getting salary with benefits. 
1st Party failed to prove that, Bank has reason to 
terminate 2nd Party and termination is just and proper. 
On the contrary ground on which Bank terminated his 
services on the charge of misconduct or engaging 


himself in business which was outside the scope of his 
duties is concerned, is not proved, by the Management. 
Hence, action taken by the Bank is require to be treated 
as not just and proper. 

26. When action is not proper, then 2nd Part) 
must get wages or salary'till he legally entitled to work w ith 
the Bank, Much capital is made by the Bank that, 2nd Party 
is in the gainful employment but nothing is proved by I si 
Party to show' that he is in the employment. In m\ 
considered view, in the above circumstances one cannot 
accept that, employee should beg for his survival and prove 
that he is beggar or he is totally dependent on others. It-is 
to be noted that, his tw ; o brothers were once upon a time. 
Directors of the Company. It is to be noted that. 2nd Parly 
is having his house at Bombay. It is to be noted that, his 
two brothers arc there and if they are taking care of the 2nd 
Party, concerned workman, and if 2nd Party is not begging 
for his survival, it cannot be said, he is not entitled to back 
wages. 

27. Besides, one has to consider it is not his fault 
for which he is out of job and for w'hich he did not work 
for the Bank. On the contrary' it is the Bank who compelled 
him to remain aw-ay from his job, duties and deprive to get 
his wages or salary which he might have got as if he is in 
the employment of the Bank. I lore it is act of the Bank 
which compelled him to stay away from his job and was 
deprived about the salary which he might have got if at 
all he w'ould have been in the employment of the Bank. So 
according to me, 2nd Party is entitled to full back wages. 
Since it is fault of the Bank which unnecessary held 2nd 
Party guilty of the charge of misconduct treating him that, 
he is engaged in other activities which were outside the 
scope of his duties, I conclude that, the 2nd Party is 
entitled for full back wages and continuity of service. 
Hence, the order: 

ORDER 

(a) Reference is allowed; 

(b) Termination effect on 2nd Party Dated 25-9-1999 
is quashed and Set aside; 

(c) 1st Party Bank is directed to reinstate 2nd Party 
Vinod Kumar Amin on his post with benefits of 
back wages and continuity of service from 
25-9-1999; 

(d) In the circumstance of the case there w ill be no 
order as to its costs 

Mumbai, 

7th September, 2010 


A. A. LAD, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 25th October, 2010 

S. O. 2896. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No CGIT/ 
NGP/84/2006) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court, Nagpur as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of South Central Zone Cultural Centre 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 25-10-2010. 

[No. L-42011/45/2006-1R( DU)] 
JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI J. P. CHAND, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CGIT-CUM-LABOUR COURT, NAGPUR 

Case No. CGIT/NGP/84/2006 

Date: 12-10-2010 

Petitioner/Party No. 1: 

Smt. Sandhya Tai Wd/o Late 
Narayan Tembhum, 

R/o Surendragarh, Near Seminary 
Hills, Mount Everest School, 

Nagpur - 6 

Versus 

Respondent/Party No. 2: 

The Director, 

South Central Zone Cultural Centre 
(SCZCC), Opposite ofMLA Hostel, 

Civil Lines, 

Nagpur. 

AWARD 

(Dated 12th October, 2010) 

In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of 
sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
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Government has referred the industrial dispute between 
the employers in relation to the management of South 
Central Zone Cultural Centre (SCZCC) and their workmen 
for adjudication as per letter No. 1.-42011 /45/2006-lR (DU) 
dated 31-10-2006, with the following schedule 

“ Whether the action of the management of 
South Central Zone Cultural Centre Nagpur in deny¬ 
ing appointment on compassionate grounds to 
Shri Chandrakiran, Son of Late Narayan Ternbh time is legal 
and justified ? If not, to what relief the dependant of the 
deceased workman is entitled to and from which date ?” 

2. Being noticed, Smt. Sandhya, wife of deceased 
Narayan Tembhurne and the management filed the 
statement of claim and written statement respectively. 

3. The case of the claimant is that her husband, 
late Narayan was working in the Office of the Director. 
SCZCC as a permanent driver and while he was in such 
employment, he died on 7-7-2002 and the initial appointment 
of her husband, as a driver, was on 28-11-87 and the 
appointment was made in accordance with the procedure 
of selection and before the death of her husband, her 
husband had already served for a period of 14 years. 7 
months and 9 days and after the death of her husband, she 
applied for compassionate appointment of her son, 
Chandrakiran Narayan Tembhurne in the prescribed form 
and she was informed by the management of their inability 
in giving compassionate appointment to Chandrakiran due 
to non-availability of vacancy even though there was 
vacancy due to the death of her husband. The further case 
of the claimant is that her husband was the sole 
breadwinner of the family and after his death, her six family 
members are dependant on her, so after refusal of the 
management, she raised the dispute before the appropriate 
authority. The claimant has prayed to issue suitable order 
to the management to consider the compassionate 
appointment of her son, Chandrakiran in place of her 
deceased husband. 

4. The management in its written statement lias 
admitted that Narayan was working as a driver with them 
but he was not a permanent driver but he was working on 
a contract basis fora specific period. The management has 
also admitted that the claimant had applied for 
compassionate appointment but as Narayan was not 
appointed on a regular basis, his dependants aie not 
entitled for compassionate appointment and the famiK of 
the deceased Narayan is not distress, which is another 
criteria for getting the benefit of compassionate 
appointment and compassionate appointment is a matter 
of policy and not a matter of right. 

5. The claimant, Smt. Sandhyarani examined herself 
in support of her claims, whereas one Smt. Rajlaxmi Shah. 
Deputy Director (Administration) was examined on behalf 
of the management. 
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6. At the time of argument, the stands taken by the 
parties in their statement of claim and written statement 
respectively were reiterated. Further, it was submitted by 
the learned advocate for the management that it is clear from 
the cross-examination of the claimant and in the application 
filed by her for compassionate appointment, wherein, she 
had mentioned of her having an asset of Rs. 3,00,967 and 
she received about Rs. 2,50,000 from LIC, group saving 
linked insurance scheme, EPF and DCR and she is also 
getting a sum of Rs. 500 per month as family pension and 
she has a house and her eldest son is serving in the Army 
and as such, it cannot be said that the family of deceased 
Naravan is in distress and there by entitled for 
compassionate appointment as provided in the rules in 
this regard and in view of grant of family pension and that 
compassionate appointment, is not a matter of right, the 
claimant is not entitled for any relief. In support of such 
contention, the learned advocate for the management 
palced reliance on the decision of the Hon’ble Bombay 
High Court reported in 2006 (6) AMR-85 (Smt. Mumtaz 
Yunus Yaiani V/s Slate of Maharashtra & others). 

In the said decision, the Hon'ble Court have held 
that : - 

“Constitution of India. Art. 226, 14 —Compassionate 
appointment—Not a matter of right—Wife of deceased 
employee receiving Rs 1,100 per month as family pension 
Rejection of application by son for compassionate 
appointment, cannot be found fault with. 

The employment on compassionate ground is not a 
matter of right, but it is in the form of facility provided to 
the surviving members of the family of the deceased 
employer to tide over the sudden crisis on account of the 
death of breadwinner while considering such claim, the 
concerned authorities or public institution have to take 
into consideration the financial status of the family and 
have to as certain, whether there are sources available to 
the family for their livelihood members in the family and the 
income of the family would obviously included even family 
pension”. 

5. At this juncture, I think it apropos to quote the 
principles enunciated by the Hon'ble Apex Court in this 
regard in the decisions reported in IJmesh Kumar Nagpal 
V s State of Maryana and others (1994) -4 Supreme Court 
( uses 138, General Manager (D&PB) and others V/s Kunit 
Tivvari and another, (200) 7 Supreme Court Cases—271, 
Punjab National Bank V/s Asvini Kumar Tajena, 2004(7) 
Supreme Court Cases 265 State of J & K and others V/s 
Sajad Ahmed Mir (2006) 5 Supreme Court Cases, about 
which reference has been made by the Hon'ble Bombay 
Court in the decision referred above. 

6. The Hon'ble Apex Court in the case of Umesh 
Kumar Nagpal V/s Stale of Haryana & others (supra) have 
held that ; 


“The whole object of granting compassionate 
employment is to enable the family to tide over the sudden 
crisis and it is not to give a member of such family a post 
much less a post for the post held by the deceased member 
of such family. 

The mere death of an employee in harness docs not 
entitle his family to such source of levelihood and. the 
authority' concerned, with such a situation has to examine 
the financial condition of the family of the deceased and 
only on satisfaction that but for the provision of 
employment, the family will not be able to meet the crisis 
that a job to be offered to the eligible member of the famih. 

Consideration for such employment is not a vested 

right 

7. In the decision reported in (2004) 7 Supreme Court 
cases-271 (supra) the Hon'ble Apex Court have held that: 

“An appointment by way of compassionate 
appointment is an exception carved out of the general rule 
for appointment on the basis of open invitation of 
application and merit. This exception has to be restored to 
in case of pecuniary where the dependants of an employee 
are left without any means of livelihood and that unless 
some source of livelihood is provided, the family would 
not be able to make both ends meet.” 

8. I he I lon'blc Apex Court in (2006) 5 Supreme 
Court cases -766 (supra) have held that : 

"Normally an employment in the Government or other 
public sectors should be open to all eligible candidates 
who can come forward to apply and compete with each 
other. Considcrating the mandate of Art. 14 ol the 
constitution, an appointment to the public office should 
only on the basis of competitive merits. This general rule 
should not be departed from except where compelling 
circumstances demand, such as death of sole breadwinner 
and likelihood of the family suffering because of the set 
back. Once it is proved that in spile of (he death of the 
breadwinner, the family survived and substantial period is 
over, the cannot be necessity to say “goodbje” to the 
normal rule of appointment and to show favour to one at 
the cost of the interests til several others ignorinu the 
mandate of Article 14 of the Constitution.” 

9. The I lon'blc Apex Court in the case reported in 
2004 (7) Supreme Court Cases 2005 (supra) have held 
that:— 

” One thing which needs to be considered in such 
case in the retired benefits which arc to be taken into 
consideration while dealing with prayer for compassionate 
appointment”. 

10. With the touch stone ot the principles 
enunciated by the Hon’ble Courts in the decisions 
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mentioned above, the facts and circumstances of the 
present case at hand are to be considered . 

First of all, I think it proper to take up the submission 
made by the learned abvocate for the management that 
deceased Narayan was appointed on contract basis for a 
specific period and he was not a permanent employee of 
SCZCC and such, his family members are not entitled for 
compassionate employment, as such facility can only be 
extended to employees appointed on regular basis under 
the rules applicable to SCZCC. However. 1 find no force in 
the contention that Narayan was appointed on contract 
basis for a specific period. No document has been tiled 
by the management in support of such contention. No 
reliance can be placed on the oral evidence of the 
managment witness in that respect, in absence of any 
document to such appointment and in view of the number 
of documents filed by the claimant w hich show beyond 
doubt that deceased Narayan was a regular employee of 
SCZCC. Hence, it is held that Narayan was a regular 
employee. 

1 I. The next contention which requires for 
consideration is as to whether the family of deceased 
Narayan is in distress due to the death of Narayan and 
compassionate appointment of Chandrakiran, the 
second son of the claimant is necessary, so as to tide 
over the sudden crisis on account of the death of the 
breadwinner. 

In this regard, it is necessary to mention the 
documents Ext. W - 9 and Ext. W - 22. which are filed by the 
claimant In Ext. W - 9, the claimant has mentioned that her 
eldest son. Anil Narayan Tembhume is working in the Army. 
In Ext. W - 22, the claimant has mentioned about her family 
having a residential house in column lil (c) and having 
total assets of Rs. 3,00.967.30P. 

In her cross-examination before this Tribunal, the 
claimant has admitted that there is a house in her name, 
the value of which is Rs. 1,00,000 to Rs. 1,50,000 and her 
eldest son is serving in Army and he had joined Army 
during the lifetime of her husband and her son, 
Chandrakiran is working as a labourer. She has also 
admitted to have received Rs. 25,000 and Rs. 1 5,000 from 
1 I t , Rs.' 42,000 under the group sav ing iinked insurance 
scheme. Rs. 74,000 as H.P.F., Rs.49,967.00 towards D.C.R. 
Gratuity. She has further admitted that her daughter is 
already married. 

From the admitted facts as mentioned above, it is 
abundantly clear that the financial status of the family is 
stable and there are two earning family members, the eldest 
son of the claimant in Army and the second son working as 
a labourer and the claimant is also getting family pension 
of Rs. 500 per month and as such, the family members of 
deceased Narayan is not entitled to compassionate 
appointment. Hence it is ordered : 


The action of the management of South Central Zone 
Cultural Centre. Nagpur in denying appointment on 
compassionate grounds to shri Chandrakiran , son of late 
Narayan Tembhume is legal and justified and the dependant 
of the deceased workman is not entitled to any relief 

J. P. Cl IAN I). Presiding Officer 
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New 7 Delhi, the 26th October. 2010 

S.O. 2897 —In pursuance of Section 17 ol ihe 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 191?). the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No CGI I 
LC/R/ 171/95 & CGIT/LC R 212 96) of the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court. Jabalpur, 
now as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Central Bank of India, and their workmen, which seas 
received by the Central Government cm 2 2-10-201 o. 

[No. L-12012 84 94 -IK (B-il i| 

D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO. Desk Officer 

ANNEX! IRE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERN M ENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNALrClJM-LABOLRCOl Kl, 
JABALPUR 

NO. CGIT/LC/R/171/95 & 

CG1T/LC/R/212/96 

Presiding Officer : Shri Mohd. Shakir 1 lasan 

Shri Ramesh Singh Sangar, 

C/o Shri Gajraj Singh Tomar, 

Village Sihoniya. 

Distt. Morena(MP) . . Workman 1 nmn 

Versus 

General Manager, 

Central Bank of India. 

R.O. Nirma Bhawan, 

Near L.G. Office, 

Gwalior .Management 


i i " 
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AWARD 

Passed on this 8th day of October, 2010 

1 The Government of India, Ministry of Labour vide 
its Notification No. L-12012/84/94-1 R(B-Il) dated 25-9-95 
has referred the following dispute for adjudication by this 
tribunal :- 

"Whether the action of the Manageemant Central 
Bank of India in terminating the services of Shri Ramesh 
Singh Sangar, Ex-Peon vv.e.f. 14-10-93 is legal and justified ? 
if not to what relief is the concerned workmen entitled 
to T* 

2. Both the references are taken up together as both 
are between the same parties and the point of references 
are on the same question and the order of reference is also 
same. 

3. The case of the workmen, in short is that the 
w orkmen was appointed on dai ly wages by verbal order on 
the post of peon in the Branch of the Central Bank of India 
Nayagaon on 1 -9-89 and was terminated on 16-10-93 without 
any notice. He had worked 240 days in each calendar years 
specially in the year before termination from service. He 
was not paid retrenchment compensation under the 
provisions of Section 25-F of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 {in short l.D. Act, 1947). It is alleged that he was paid 
wages through vouchers on different names. When the 
Central Govt, refused to refer the dispute, the workman 
filed Writ Petition No. 1431/94 before the Hon’ble High 
Court, Gwalior Bench and thereafter the dispute is referred 
by the Ministry. It is submitted that termination from service 
be declared illegal and back wages be paid. 

4. The management contested the reference by filing 
Written Statement in the case. The case of the management, 
intcralia, is that the workman was engaged on daily wages 
on exigency by the Branch Manager. He was engaged on 
daily wages as follows - 

1. From 30-08-89 to 31-10-89 

2. From 01-10-89 to 29-11-90 

3. From 01-01-92 to 29-02-92 

4. From 01-01-93 to 2 8-02-93 

5. From 01-10-93 to 09-10-93 and on 14-10-93 

It is denied that he worked 240 days in any calendar 
year. It is also denied that he was paid on any different 
names. It is stated that there is no violation of any of the 
provision of l.D. Act, 1947. It is submitted that he is not 
entitled to any relief 

5. On the basis of the pleadings of both the parties, 
the following issues are framed :- 


(I) Whether the action of the management in 

terminating the service of the workman w.c.f. 

14-10-93 is legal and justified ? 

(II) What relief the workman is entitled for ? 

6. Issue No. I 

The workman has not filed even a single document 
to establish that he worked 240 days in a calendar specially 
12 months before the date of reference, lie is simply 
examined as a witness. He has simply filed representation 
petition dated 18-10-93 which is marked as Exhibit W/l to 
show that he represented the managmeni to engage him in 
the service. Another document which is letter of the 
management is filed which is marked as Exhibit W 2 This 
letter shows that the managment had offered him a job of 
part time safai karamchari and directed him to file required 
paper as had been directed. This document docs not show 
that he worked continuously from 1-9-89 to 16-10-93. T he 
workman Shri Ramesh Singh Sangar has admitted tins fact 
that he was daily wages worker. When he did not work, he 
was not paid on that date but he got the wages of the 
days, he worked. He has further stated that he cannot sa\ 
as to on what basis he had slated that he worked 240 days. 
He has stated that he had not complied of the direction of 
the management as in Exhibit W 2. his evidence docs not 
establish that he worked 240 days preceding the date with 
reference. Moreover he had himself not complied the 
direction of the management by which the offer of 
empolyment was made. 

7. On the other hand, the management has also 
adduced one witness in the case. Shri A K. Arora appears 
to be Manager of the Central Bank of India posted at 
Regional Office. Gwalior. 1 fe has supported in hts evidence 
that paper No. 9/3 was issued to the workman. I he said 
paper is marked as Exhibit W/2 by which the offer was 
made to the workman. It is clear that he had not accepted 
the olfer himself . His evidence further shows that he had 
not completed 240 days in any calendar year and special l\ 
12 calendar months preceding the date with reference. It is 
evident that there is no violation ot any of the provision of 
the I. D. Act 1947, I bus the action of the management 
appears to be legal and justified. T his issue is decided in 
favour of the management . 

8 lssucNo.il- 

On the basis of discussion made above. I find that 
the workmen is not cntitledd to any relief. According!) the 
reference is answered. 

9. In the result, the award is passed without am 
order to costs. 

10. l et the copies of the award be sent to the 
Government oflndia. Ministry oil .abour <£ Employment 
as per rules. 

MO!ID. SHAKIR IIASAN. Presiding(M'liccr 
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W.37T. 2898.--3^f'l+ fTTK 1947 (1947 

+T 14) tJTO 17 + 3l^fK>J| 3, <+1^ TP+T7 TF^FT 
arfcpr ^fe+l + TJ^tTcTT + TRS fdRW+l 3^1 TZ+ +4+771' + 
3*3«ro 4i frf^z 3Mfff+ 4f +F^m ttt+tt 3Mfr+ 
^rfv+r^/^m ^TT+eR, ^fpjt + ■r'+tz *nsrr 

7M3n^t/tJ^rft/3TR/234/87) +1 y+lf^ld +Tcft t, +1 

77T+TT 22-10-2010 +1 TITO f3n «TT1 

[7T. ■tTcT-12012/110/87-^t.II(A)3TT?37R(^-Il)] 
TJTT T^Fl. sftfWE 713, ^7+ 3Tfa+T7l 

New Delhi, the 26th October, 2010 

S.O. 2898. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No CGIT/ 
LC/R/ 234/87) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court, Jabalpur now as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employees in relation 
to management of Central Bank of India, and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on 22-10-2010. 

[No. L-12012/110/87-D.II (A)IR(B-II)] 
D. S. S*. "SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
JABALPUR 

NO. CGIT/LC/R/234/87 

Presiding Officer : Shri Mohd. Shakir Hasan 

Shri Tarachand Raikwar, 

S/o Shri Ramdayal Raikwar, 

Nehru Ward, 

Gotegaon, 

Distt. Narsinghpur (MP) . .. W'orkman/Union 

Versus 

Regional Manager, 

Central Bank of India, 

Gorakhpur, Jabalpur (MP) ...Management 

AWARD 

Passed on this I st day of October 2010 

I. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
vide its Notification No. L-12012/110/87-D.II (A)IR (B-II) 
dated 9-11-87 has referred the following dispute for 
adjudication by this tribunal :- 

“Whether the action of the Management Central 
Bank of India Jabalpur in termination the services by way 


of dismissal of Shri Tarachand Raikwar S <1 Shri Ramda\ai 
Raikwar, Peon with effect from 24-3-84 is justilied ’ It not 
to what relief is the concerned workmen is entitled 

2. T he case of the workman in short is that the 
workman, Shri Tarachand Raikwar was appointed as a peon 
w.e.f. 13-3-72 after passing written test atid interview I he 
antecedent and police verification was also done lie is 
said to have been chargesheetcd on 7-10-1982 tor 
impersonation that he was Foolchand Raikwar and had 
secured appointment fraudulent!) on false transfer 
certificate by adopting unfair means as Tarachand Raikwar 
he submitted his reply but after departmental enquiry, he 
was dismissed vide order dated 23-3-1984. I he delinquent 
workman preferred appeal which was rejected vide order 
dated 18-5-1984. The dismissal order is illegal and bail m 
law. The Transfer Certificate was verified at the tunc of 
appointment and there was no reason to make pro I mi inary 
enquiry after ten years of service. I he report ol the 
preliminary' enquiry and the documents based for dismissal 
order were not supplied to the workman. I he misconduct 
as had been alleged was not covered in the Shastry Award 
and Desai Award. The finding of the Enquiry Officer was 
perverse and the defence ol the workman was not 
considered while hoIdingTiim guilts of misconduct. !i is 
submitted that the order of termination be held mi justified 
and the workman be reinstated with full back wages. 

3. The management appeared and contested the 
reference by filing Written Statement, the case ol the 
management, interalia. is that the workman is foolchand 
Raikwar s/o Bhaiyalal Raikwar. He had fraudulent l\ got 
the employment in the Bank after impersonating himself 
as Tarachand Raikwar S/o Ram Da\al Raikwar. 
Tarachand Raikwar was found on enquiry that lie was 
working in Ordnance factory. Itarsi. He was according!) 
suspended on 31-7-81 and a departmental proceeding 
was initiated after serving a chargcsheel on him. Me 
was given full opportunity to defend himself but alter 
enquiry he was found guilty of misconduct in securing 
employment by fraud. The Disciplinary Authority alter 
considering the enquiry report, passed the order of 
dismissal dated 23-3-84. he had been supplied with the 
particulars of chargesheet. It is submitted that the 
action of the management is j ustitied and is not entitled 
to any relief. 

4. On the basis ofthe pleadings of following issues 
are formulated :- 

(I) W'hether the departmental enquiry conducted 
against the workman is valid and legal ? 

(II) Whether the findings ofthe Enquiry Officer is 
perverse ? 

(III) Whether the quantum of punishment was just 
and proper ? 


M 


I l»< K 
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5. Issue No. I 

issue No, 1 was taken up as preliminary issue. The 
then Tribunal passed the order dated 17-1-1996 that the 
departmental enquiry is held just, proper and legal. This 
issue is already answered earlier. 

6 Issue No. II 

It is pertinent to say that no fresh evidence is adduced 
in the reference by either of the parties. The point for 
consideration is as to whether the findings of the Enquiry 
Officer was perverse. The original copy of the departmental 
proceeding is filed by the management. On perusal of the 
departmental proceeding, it is clear that the witness No. 1 
Mr. Tarachand Raikwar S/o Shri Ramdayal Raikwar was 
examined. He was the real Tarachand Raikwar to whom the 
delinquent workman had impersonated for securing 
employment. He has stated that he is working in the 
Ordnance Factory, Itarsi. He had produced the original 
Transfter Certificate of the school. The delinquent workman 
had used the photocopy of the Transfer Certificate. He 
had been cross-examined by the Defence Representative. 
His evidence clearly shows that the findings of the Enquiry 
Officer was not perverse. Another witness is Shri Chhotelal 
Raikwar. He was peon in the Centra! Bank of India, Bhopal. 
His name and address was mentioned in the application of 
the delinquent workman as a refree. In his evidence he had 
denied to recognise the delinquent workman. He has been 
cross-examined by the Defence representative but there is 
nothing to disbelieve his evidence. Thus it is clear that 
Original School Transfer Certificate was produced by the 
real Tarachand Raikwar and the witnesses had supported 
the case of the management in the departmental proceeding. 

1 find that there are sufficient evidence adduced in the 
departmental proceeding and therefore the findings of the 
Enquiry Officer cannot be said to be perverse . This issue 
is decided in favour of the management and against the 
workman. 

7. Issue No. HI 

On the basis of the discussion made above, it is clear 
that the employment secured by the delinquent workman 
was illegal and the punishment imposed on the workman is 
just and proper. The action of the management is , there¬ 
fore, just and legal. The reference is accordingly answered. 

8. In the result, the award is passed without any 
order to costs. 

9. Let the copies of the award be sent to the 
Government of India, Ministry of Labour & Employment 
as per rules. 

MOHD. SHAKIR HASAN, Presiding Officer 
26 344^47, 2010 

^T.3TT. 2899, —3^£l)Pl4> f44TT 3#4fW7, 1947 ( 1947 
44 14) 4ft 4T7T 17 ^ 3TJ7T7<4 4, 7T7447 i&F T 
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3TRT jfel T cp 44444 41 7T474 fa4M44 3TT7 444/ 44Wi 
c£ 4fa, 3FJ44 4 affatfipR 4 44^14 FR4T7 

3tf44RW$T4 ^TT4TcT4 4.1 , 43 44T4 (7744 

777241 197/ 2002) 44 444f?T4 4T74T t, 41 4^14 777447 44 
1 1-10-2010 44 4E4 ^34 SfTI 

[77. TTeT-|2012/86/2002-5T|3TK(4t-||) | 
^t. TTR "477. f44777 774, 7TF4 STfelft 

New Delhi, the 26th October. 2010 

S.O. 2899. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No 197/2002} 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cino-Labour 
Court No. 1, Chandigarh now as shown in the Anncxurc in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Central Bank of India and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on 11-10-2010. 

[No. 1,-12012/86 2002-1R (B-II) j 
D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXERE 

BEFORE SHRI GYANENDRA KUMAR SMARM A, 
PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAU-CUM-LABOUR COURT-!, 
CHANDIGARH. 

Case No. I. D. No. 197/2002 

Shri Varinder Kumar C/o Shri I. C. Shaima. 25 Sant Nagar.. 
Civil Lines, Ludhiana -141001. 

....Applicants 

Versus 

The Regional Manager, Central Bank of India. Regional 
Office, GhumarMandi. Ludhiana- 141001. 

.. Respondents 

APPEARANCES 

For the workman : Shri T. C. Shaima. 

For the Management: Shri N. K. Xakhtni. 

AWARD 

Passed on 24-9-2010 Camp I udhiana 

Central Government vide notification No. L-12012 
86/2002-IR (B-ll), dated 6th of September. 2002 has referred 
the following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication:- 

" Whether the action of the management ol Central 
Bank of India in awarding the punishment of 
dismissal from service of Shri Varinder Kumar c ierk 
w.e.f. 30-10-2000 is just and legal ? If not to whai 
relief the workman is entitled to and Irom which 
date ?" 


4322 GI/10—26 
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Case is taken up for recording the evidence of the 
workman. Workman despite knowledge is not present for 
his evidence. No reasonable explanation on behalf of the 
workman has been given for his absence. The reference is 
already eight years old. It appears that workman is not 
interested to pursue with the present reference. In view of 
the above the present reference is returned to the Central 
Government for want of prosecution. Central Government 
be informed . File be consigned. 

Chandigarh. 

24-9-2010 

G. K. SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
^ ferft, 26 2010 

CET.3T. 2900— aMfwfW 1947 (1947 

W\ 1 4 ) ^ 17 ^ 7TTFT7 W4 

fcra ^f ^ frfrrf 3flr /ttf tota/T ^f 

Jlfwi/?w RIRRTHI, ■Eftrgtrr^ 7$ X^JZ (^WTT 603/2 
475) y+lfVM Wt t, RT) tsfofrq TTTFR 4F7 22-10-2010 
4FTt W<\ f3TT «4TI 

[77, T^T-12012/180/2002-37T^3TT7(^t-II) ] 
TS\. R7T. T[77. %\ fTRlR 7J4, t7R7 3Tf*RFKt 
New Delhi, the 26th October, 2010 

S.O. 2900. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No 603/2K5) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court- II, Chandigarh now as showm in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employees in relation to the 
management of Punjab & Sind Bank and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 22-10-2010. 

[No. L-12012/180/2002-1R (B-II)j 

D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO. Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-11, 
CHANDIGARH, 

PRESENT : Sri A. K. Rastogi, Presiding Officer. 

Case No. I. D. 603/2K5 


Registered on 23-06-2005 

Sh. Ram Prasad, 1129, Sector 33-C, Chandigarh-160047. 

...Applicants 


Versus 


The Zonal Manager, Punjab and Sind Bank , Zonal 
Office, Sector 17-B, Chandigarh-160017 

.. Respondents 


APPEARANCES 

For the Workman : Shri O. P. Batra & Sum it Batra 

AR 

For the Management: Shri G. S. Sathi, Advocate 

AWARD 

Passed on 15 Oct. 2010 

The Central Government vide notification No. 1- 
12012/180/2002-1R (B-II), dated 24-2-2003 by exercising its 
powers under Section 10 sub-section (I) Clause (d) and 
sub-section 2 (A) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(hereinafter referred to as Act) has referred the following 
Industrial dispute for adjudication to this Tribunal : 

“ Whether the action of the management of Punjab 
& Sind Bank in terminating the services of Shri Rant 
Prasad. Ex-Peon (Daily Wage Basis) w.e.f. 

15-01 -2002 with any notice and without any payment 
of retrenchment compensation is just and legal II 
not to what relief the concerned workman is entitled 
to and from which date ?" 

As per claim statement of workman he had joined (he 
bank on 23-1 1 -1995 as Peon. His services were terminated 
orally without any notice and compensation on 15-01-2002. 
though he completed five years service and prior to his 
termination had put in more than 240 days service 
continuously in the bank. Persons junior to him have been 
retained in the service. He has claimed the regularization of 
his services, back wages and allowances and monetary 
compensation. 

The claim was contested by the management. It was 
stated that the workman was employed temporarily on daily 
wages without following the recruitment procedure He 
was not appointed agaisnt any permanent vacancy and by 
competentauthority, which is the Zonal -lead in the case of 
Peons. He is not entitled to be retained even in the 
employment of the bank. There is no permanent vacancy 
and no requirement of Peons at present. As per settlement 
between the management bank and the majority union, 
only the casual and temporary employees may be absorbed 
in the employment of the hank subject to availability of 
vacancies and still there are employees of this category 
waiting in the line. It was denied that the workman put in a 
continuous service and is entitle to the protection of Section 
25 F and25G of the Act. On the pleadings of the parties, the 
following points arise for consideration : 

(i) Whether the workman is entitled to protection 
of Section 25Fand25G of the Act; and whether the act ion 
of the management in terminating the services of the 
workman w.e.f. 15-01-2002 without any notice and without 
any payment of retrenchment compensation is just and 
proper ? 
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(ii) To what relief the workman is entitled to and 
from which date? 

Workman has tendered his affidavit in evidence, while 
on behalf of management Jagjit Singh Puri, Senior Manager 
has tendered his affidavit in evidence. The workman has 
also filed the copies of bank vouchers (Annexure D-l to D- 
96), statement of his Savings Bank Account No. 14725 
(Annexure E-l to E-90) and General charges statement, 
whereby the bank debited his salary for onward payment 
to him (Annexure F-1 to F-l 10). The documents have been 
admitted in evidence as Ex. W-2 to Ex. W-222. On the 
application of the workman the management also produced 
certified copies of the vouchers and the entries in the 
I .cdger. 

Parties have submitted written arguments . 1 went 
through written arguments of the parties and the evidence 
on record. My findings on the aforesaid points are as 
follows;— 

Point No. 1 

From the law laid down by the Apex Court in Rattan 
Singh Vs. Union of India & another 1998 SCC(L&S) 170 it 
is dear that the protection of Section 25F of the Act is a 
available to a daily wager also. In the said case the appellant 
had continuously worked for more than 240 days in a year. 
The Hon’ble Supreme Court held that since he was a 
workman, he was entitled to the protection of 25F of the 
Act and the said protection could not be denied to him on 
the ground that he was a daily rated worker. 

For the entitlement of Section 25F of the Act it is to 
be seen whether the workman has been in continuous 
service for not less than one year under the management ? 
As per dictionary clause in section 25B if the workman 
during a period of 12 calendar months preceding the date 
of retrenchment has actually worked under the employer 
for not less than 240 days, he will be deemed to be in 
continuous service for a period of one year. It is important 
to note that after the evidence of the parties, particularly 
after the workman tendered in his evidence, the Bank 
vouchers. Savings Bank Account Statement and General 
Charges statement Ex. W-2 to W-222, the management in its 
written arguments did not press the plea that the workman 
did not put 240 days continuous service in the 12 calendar 
months preceding to his termination. The arguments of 
management are confined only to the relief available to the 
workman. It is therefore, established/admitted position that 
the workman had completed 240 days continuous service 
during 12 calendar months preceding to his 
termination. Admittedly his services were terminated 
without any notice and without payment of compensation 
under Section 25F of the Act, while he was entitled to that 
. Obviously, the termination of his services without any 
notice and paying retrenchment compensation is in 
violation of Section 25F of theAct and such termination of 
service is not just and legal. 


The workman has alleged that while terminating his 
services, employee junior to him were retained, but a general 
statement in this regard has been made and no sped he 
instances have been given. The management witness in 
his cross-examination has stated that he has no know ledge 
that any person junior to the workman was retained. 
Therefore, the workman has failed to prove that provisions 
of Section 25G of the Act were violated w hile terminating 
his services. I lowever, there was a violation of Section 25T 
of the Act as has been held above and (he termination of 
the services of the workman in violation ot the said 
provision is not just and legal. Point No. 1 is decided 
accordingly, in favour of the workman. 

Point No. 2 

The workman has claimed the regularization of his 
services with back wages and compensation. The case of 
the management is that workman had not been appointed 
by the competent authority and as per recruitment rules, 
he is not entitled to reinstatement even. Along with his 
written arguments the counsel for the management has 
filed a copy of the judgment of the Hon’ble Punjab and 
Haryana High Court in CWP No. 15885 of 2007 wherein an 
award of Rs. 40,000 by way of compensation instead ol 
reinstatement of back wages ol the Tribunal was not 
interfered with by the Hon’ble High Court. 

The workman during cross-examination has admitted 
that he has not applied for the appointment in the bank and 
there was no public advertisement for the post. 1 le was not 
given an appointment letter either and he was used to be 
paid for the number of days he worked in the bank either 
fortnightly or monthly. From his statement the stand ol the 
management that the workman was not appointed as per 
recruitment rules stands vindicated. There is nothing to 
show that the workman was appointed by a competent 
authority, which according to management is the Zonal 
head. 1 do not agree with the arguments of the learned 
counsel for the workman that because provisions ol 
Section 25F were not complied w ith, the workman is entitled 
to reinstatement with full back w'ages and continuity of 
service. As was laid down by the Hon’ble Supreme Court 
in the Secretary state of Karnataka & Others Versus Uma 
Devi & Others (2006) 4 SCC-1 

“On a survey of judgments of the Supreme Court on 
the point, the predominant view is seen to be that 
appointments made without following the due 
process or the rules for appointment did not confer 
any right on the appointees and that the court cannot 
direct their absorption or regularization or re¬ 
engagement or making them permanent. ’’ 

In state of IJttranehal & another Versus 1'rant‘va 
Sinchai Avam Bandh Yojana Sharmik Mahaparishad 2007 
(6) R.A..1.68, The Hon’ble Supreme Court held 
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(i) The completion of240 days’ woik does not confer 
the right of regularization under the Industrial 
Disputes Act. 

(ii) No regularization is permissible in exercise of 
• executive powers of the Government under Article 
162 thereof in contravention of the rules. 

(iii) It merely imposes certain obligations on the 
employer at the time of termination of the service. 

(iv) Only because a person had been working for 
more than 240 days, he does not derive any legal 
right to be regularized in service. 

(v) There was no question of any automatic 
regualrization. 

From die above it is clear that the workamn cannot 
be reinstated since his appointment was not according to 
rules. However, since his services were terminated without 
•iplying with the provisions of Section 25F of the Act, 
ay be awarded compensation. Hehas about sixyears’ 
ice with the management to his credit. I think a 
compensation of Rs. 60,000 (Rupees Sixty thousands only) 
would be just and proper in his case. The reference is 
answered in favour of the workman, but instead of allowing 
the relief of regularization of his services or back wages 
and allowances, he is awarded Rs. 60,000 (Rupees Sixty 
thousands only) by way of compensation, The 
management is directed to pay the said compensation to 
the workman within a month of receiving the copy of the 
award. Let two copies of the award be sent to the Central 
Government after due compliance. 

ASHOK KUMAR RASTOGI, Presiding Officer 
26 SFFJsR, 2010 

W.3TT. 2901.— srfafWT, 1947 (1947 
4Tt 14) Tt m\ 17 ^ 3^W1'| -q, 

T T W-Tcrit W> Triraj M'Jl+T 3TR AT44 W, 

BTfrirrn/srq ^ w 03/ 

2009) T7 wlrm ^ TT5RT7 ^22-10-2010 

TT W<T ^3TT 5-411 

[TT. 12011/73/2007-33T^33R(Tl-11) ] 
^f. TT Ttti. sftfWTOT "STT 

New Delhi, die26th October, 2010 

S.O. 2901. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 03 /2009) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tnbunal/Labour Court, 
Lucknow now as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employees in relation to the 


management of Punjab National Bank and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
22-10-2010. 

[No. L-12011/73/2007-IR (B-II)] 
D. S.S. SRINrVASARAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, LUCKNOW 

PRESENT : Dr. Manju Nigam, Presiding Officer 
I. D. No. 03/2009 

RefNo. L-1201 l/73/2(K)7-IR (B-0) dated 17-02-2009 

BETWEEN 

The Secretary, 

Punjab National Bank Workers Union (U.P.), 

128/F/75, Kidwai Nagar, Kanpur 
(Espousing case of Shri Mustaq Ahmad) 

AND 

The Senior Regional Manager, 

Punjab National Bank, 

Regional Office, 

Devkali Road, 

Faizabad, 

AWARD 

15-11)2010 

1. By Order No. L-1201 1/73/2007-IR (B-l i). dated 
17-02-2009 the Central Government in the Ministry of 
Labour, New Delhi in exercise of powers conferred by 
Clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2 (A) of 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) 
referred this Industrial Dispute between the Secretary, 
Punjab National Bank Workers Union (U.P. 128/F/75), 
Kidwai Nagar, Kanpur (Espousing case of Shri Mustaq 
Ahmad) and the Senior Regional Manager, Punjab National 
Bank, regional Office, Devkali Road. Faizabad for 
adjudication. 

2. The reference under adjudication is: 

“ Whether the action of the management of Punjab 
National Bank in not making payment ol cashier 
Allowance to Shri Mustaq Ahmad on the plea that 
only one allowance of higer post is admissible is 
legal and justified ? what relief the concerned 
workman is entitled to ?” 

AND 

“ Whether the workman has been entrusted with 
certain duties requiring greater risk and responsibility 
which are meant to be performed by an officer of the 
bank as per bank’s procedure ? Ifyes what relief the 
workman is entitled to T 
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3, The order of reference was endorsed to the 
Secretary, Punjab National Bank Workers Union (U.P.), 128/ 
F/75, Kidwai Nagar. Kanpur with direction to the part)' 
raising the dispute to filed the statement of claim along 
with relevant documents, list of reliance and witnesses 
with the Tribunal within fifteen days of the receipt of the 
order of reference and also forward a copy of such a 
statement to each one of the opposite parties involved in 
this dispute under Rule 10 (B) of the Industrial Disputes 
(Central), Rules, 1957. 

4. The reference order was registered in the 
Tribunal on 25-02-2009 and registered notices were issued 
to the parties with direction to the workman’s union to 
file its statement of claim on 13-03-2009; along with relevant 
documents, list of reliance and witnesses with an advance 
copy to the opposite party. On 04-03-2009, the envelop 
containing notice to the opposite party was received 
back in the office w ith an endorsement that ‘ likhit pate se 
yah karyalaya band ho kar alag chala gaya hai atah sahi 
pate ke liye vaapas hai’. However, none appeared on behalf 
of the parties on the date fixed i.e. 13-03-2009. When none 
appeared from parties on following dates i.e. 17-04-2009 
and 22-05-2009, it was directed on 22-05-2009 to issue 
notice to the workman’s union with direction to file 
statement of claim as well as to provide correct address 
of the management. Again none appeared on behalf of 
the parties on the dates fixed i.e. on 24-07-2009, 18-09- 
2009,23-10-2009, 11-12-2009,05-02-2010. On 18-03-2010, 
one Shri P. K. Tiwari appeared for the opposite party 
w ithout any formal authority and 30-04-2010 was fixed as 
next date of hearing. On 30-04-2010 another notice by 
speed post was issued to the workman to file its statement 
of claim on 04-06-2010. None appeared from the parties 
on 04-06-2010 and 13-07-2010. Shri P. K. Tiwari again 
appeared on 13-08-2010 on behalf of the opposite party 
and stated that on the next date he will file his authority 
and certain documents on behalf of the Bank; and 
accordingly, 26-08-2010 was fixed. The parties remained 
absent on following dates 26-08-2010 and 03-09-2010. 
Even today i.e. on 05-10-2010 the workman’s union has 
not bothered to put up its appearance on to file its 
statement of claim ; whereas Shri P. K. Tiwari appeared on 
behalf of the opposite party and filed its authority 
(M-10). 

5. Shri Tiwari appearing for the management of the 
Bank stated that it was for the workman’s union to come 
forward with its case and since he has not turned up and 
has not filed any statement of claim before this Trubunai, 
therefore his claim does not sustain. 

6. It is well settled that if a party challenges the 
legality of an order, the burden lies upon him to prove 


illegality' of the order and if no evidence is produced the 
party invoking jurisdiction of the Court must fail. In ihe 
instant case the burden was on the workman s union to set 
out the grounds to challenge the validity of the action ol 
the management ol Punjab National Bank in not making 
payment of cashier allowance to the workman is illegal and 
unjustified as well it was the union to prove thai the 
workman has been entrusted with certain duties requiring 
greater risk and responsibility which arc meant to be 
preformed by an Officer ol the bank as per bank s 
precedure. The workman’s union has not filed its statement 
of claim. 

7. In the above circumstances, it appears lhat the 
workman’s union docs not want to pursue its claim on the' 
basis of which it has raised present industrial dispute : 
therefore, the present reference order is decided as if there 
is no grievance left With the workman. Resultantly no rebel 
is required to be given to the workman concerned. The 
reference under adjudication is answered accordingly . 

8. Award as above. 

Lucknow 

05-10-2010 

Dr. MANJU NIG AM. Presiding Officer 

26 2010 
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New Delhi, the 26th October, 2010 

S.O. 2902. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 {14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Kel. No 145 
2003) of the Central Government Industrial l ribunal/Labour 
Court, No. 1, Chandigarh now as show n in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employees in relation 
to the management of Central and their workman, which 
w'as received by the Central Government on 22-10-2010. 

[No. I -12012/51 72003-1R (B-l I) | 
D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO. Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GYANENDRA KUMAR SHARMA, 
PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-I, 
CHANDIGARH. 

Case I. D. No. 145/03 

Shri Nek Lai, S/o Shri Sukh Ram, H, No, 5558, Sector-55, 
Chandigarh. 

....Applicant 

Versus 

The Zonal Manager, Punjab & Sind Bank, Zonal Office, 
Sector- 17-B, Chandigarh - 160017. 

...Respondent 

APPEARANCES 

For the Workman : Shri Krishan Lai. 

For the Management : Shri A. P. S. Guliani. 

AWARD 

Passed on 13-10-2010 

Government of India vide notification No. L-12012/ 
51/2003-IR (B-II), dated 24-06- 2003 by exercising its powers 
under Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, (the Act in 
short) has referred the following industrial dispute for 
adjudication to this Tribunal :- 

“ Whether the action of the management of Punjab 
& Sind Bank in terminating the services of Shri Nek 
Lai S/o Shri Sukh Ram, Ex- Peon (Daily Wage Basis) 
w.e.f. 15-03-2002 without any notice and without 
any payment of retrenchment compensation is just 
and legal ? If not ,what relief the concerned workman 
is entitled to and from which date ?” 

After receiving the reference, parties were informed. 
Parties appeared and filed their respective pleadings. The 
case of the workman in nut shell is that he has worked in 
different offices of Punjab & Sind Bank w.e.f. 18-06-1998 to 
14-03-2002. His services were terminated without notice or 
one month wage in lieu of notice and without payment of 
retrenchment compensation. The workman has completed 
240 days of work in every calendar year including in the 
year preceding to the date of his termination. His termination 
from the services is illegal and void being against the 
provisions of the Act. It is further contended by the 
workman that fresh persons were appointed after the 
termination of his services without providing him the 
opportunity to work. This is also violative of provisions of 
Section 25H of the Act. On the basis of the above, the 


workman has prayed for declaring his termination order 
illegal and void being against the provisions of the Act 
and for subsequent order reinstating his services with all 
the consequential benefits. 

The management appeared and contested the claim 
of the workman by filing written statement. Preliminary 
technical objection was raised by the management that 
workman was employed on purely temporary basis and 
was not recruited as per the procedure of the bank for the 
post of peon against the permanent vacancy . He was not 
entitled for the protection of the provisions of the Act 
because a daily waged worker/temporary employee has no 
right to post. It is not denied by the management that 
workman has completed 240 days of work in every calendar 
year including in the year preceding to the date of his 
termination. It is also not denied that no notice, one month 
wages in lieu of notice and retrenchment compensation 
was paid to the workman before terminating his services. 

Both of the parties were afforded the opportunity lot- 
adducing evidence. Evidence of the workman Shri Nek I a! 
was recorded on 18-11 -2009 in open Court on oath. 

The management was also afforded the opportunity 
for adducing evidence but in spite of several opportunities 
afforded by this Tribunal the witness of the management 
could not ensure the presence and evidence not recorded 
and closed accordingly. 

Both of the parties were hear at length along with 
their learned counsels. On perusal of the materials on 
record, it is evidently clear that workman has prayed for an 
order of reinstatement with consequential benefits on two 
grounds. 

(1) He has completed 240 days of work in every 
calendar year with the management of respondent bank 
including the year preceding to the date of his termination 
and his services were terminated without any notice or one 
month wages in lieu of notice and without payment of 
lawful terminal dues, and 

(2) Fresh persons were appointed after the 
termination of his services without affording him the 
opportunity to work. 

On both of these issues, the management has taken 
a technical preliminary objection that workman was not 
appointed as per the procedure laid down in the rules for 
Class-lV employees for the appointment against permanent 
vacancy. On the above technical objection, the 
management has contended that workman is not entitled 
for the benefit of the provisions of Section 2511 and Ci of 
the Industrial Disputes Act as alleged. It is settled law of 
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service jurisprudence that once workman has engaged by 
the management in the position of the workman defined in 
the Industrial Disputes Act and he has substantially worked 
with the management, the legality of his initial appointment 
shall not barred the protection of provisions of Section 
25G and H of the Act. Meaning thereby, without giving 
trouble to the mental conscious regarding the initial 
appointment of the workman, if the workman has completed 
240 days of work in the preceding year from the date of his 
termination, he is very well protected under umbrella of 
provisions of Section 25 H and G of the Industrial Disputes 
Act. Moreover, the issue of appointment against the 
substantial vacancy as per the procedure laid down in the 
rules is altogether different then the issue of protection of 
illegal termination of the workman who has completed 240 
days of work in the preceding year from the date of his 
termination. These are two classes of the employees and 
service conditions of each class are different. One class is 
the employees regularly appointed against the substantial 
post as per the rules of the department and the second 
class is a person who qualifies to the definition of the 
workman other than the employees appointed permanently 
as per rules, enshrined in the Industrial Disputes Act and 
has completed 240 days of work in the preceding year from 
the date of his termination. These two classes of employee 
arc on different footing and as stated earlier once it is proved 
before this Tribunal that workman has completed 240 days 
of work in the preceding year from the dale of his termination 
the legality of his initial appointment has not to be 
considered by the Tribunal. 

Admittedly, workman has completed 240 days of work 
in the preceding year from the date of his termination. No 
notice or one month wages in lieu of notice and 
retrenchment compensation was paid to the workman 
before terminating his services . This makes the termination 
of the workman illegal and void being against the 
provisions of the Act. 

The workman has also challenged the legality of his 
termination order on the ground that fresh persons were 
appointed without providing him the opportunity' to work. 
It is also the settled law of service jurisprudence that 
once the service of a daily waged worker are no more 
required and his services are terminated as per the 
provisions of the Act, his relations to the organization 
docs not comes to an end. It also creates the vested right 
ofthe workman that if services of any worker relating to 
the similar nature of work are required, priority shall be 
given to the retrenches. But in this case workman has 
failed to prove the engagement of any fresh persons after 
the termination of his services. It is the pleadings in the 
garlanding words without proof. Thus, after considering 


the facts and circumstances of the case and evidence on 
record, 1 am of the view that workman has failed to prove 
appointment/engagement of any fresh persons after the 
termination of his services. 

As stated earlier that on acount of violation of 
Section 25 F of the Act, the termination ofthe workman 
was bad, illegal and void abinitio. The documents Hied by 
the workman also proved his contention. Whenever the 
termination ofthe workman has been declared to be bad, 
illegal and void abinitio being against the provisions of 
Section 25F of the Act. There are two possible remedies 
available to the workman. The violation or right ofthe 
workman can be remedied by an order of his reinstatement 
into the services with or without consequential benefits. 
The second remedy may be a reasonable compensation 
It is further the settled principle of service jurisprudence 
that priority should be given for reinstatement of the 
workman . The protection of right to work is protected in 
the fundamental right under Article 21 ofthe Constitution. 
Article 21 contains the very important right relating to 
the life and personal liberty of a man. Right from the 
establishment of the I Ion ’ble the Apex Court to the present 
era of constitution! juriprudence, llon'ble the Apex Court 
has emphasized very liberally on the fundamental right of 
life and personal liberty. Under this right it is inherent 
that every citizen has a right to lead dignified life. Leading 
the dignified life by a workman who is amongst the socio¬ 
economically weaker section of the Indian democracy 
and polity means the protection of work. Accordingly, 1 
am ofthe view that reinstatement of workman with full 
back wages on the same position on which he was working 
prior to his termination is the only remedy . My above 
view finds favour with the information given by learned 
counsel for the management that some cases ofthe similar 
nature have been settled by the management before 
different Judicial Forums and services of the those 
workmen have been reinstated. The adamancy of the 
management for not settling the case has been mentioned 
in the order dated 20-09-2010. The act of the managment 
as per order dated 20-09-2010 is againstthc litigation policy 
adopted by the Central Government recently. 

Accordingly, the management of respondent bank is 
directed to reinstate the services ofthe workman with all 
the consequential benefits within one month from the dale 
of publication of award. The reference is accordingly, 
answered. Let Central Government be approached for 
publication of award, and thereafter, file be consigned to 
record room. 

G. K. SI I ARM A, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 26th October, 2010 

S.O. 2903. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No.36/2007) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court-1, Chandigarh now as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial dispute between the employees in relation to the 
management of Indian Overseas Bank and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
22 - 10 - 2010 . 

| No. L-12012/117/2006-IR (B-II)J 
D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRIGYANDNDRA KUMAR SHARMA, 
PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-1, 
CHANDIGARH 

Case I.D. No. 36/2007 

Shri Aslam S/o Shri Jagga R/o Village & PO Baddowal, 
Tehsil & Distt. Ludhiana 


...Applicant 

Versus 

The ChiefManager, Indian Overseas Bank, Regional Office 
SCO No.- II, Madhya Marg, Seclor-7-C, Chandigarh.- 
160019 


...Respondent 

APPEARANCES 


“Whether the action of the management of Indian 
Overseas Bank in dismissing the services of 
Shri Aslam Ex-Messenger w.e.f. 26-02-2006 is just 
and legal? If not, to what relief the concerned 
workman is entitled for?” 

After receiving the reference parties were informed. 
Parties appeared and filed their respective pleadings, l he 
case of the workman in nut shell is that he was appointed 
by the management of the bank on the post of messenger 
boy and thereafter, was designated as Daftri w.e.f. 04-07- 
1996. He was placed under suspension w.e.f. 26-03-2005 
illegally on account of some irregularities committed by 
him in the premises of the bank. No charge was proved 
against him hut on the basis of wrong enquiry report he 
was dismissed from the services. No proper opportunity 
of being heard was given to him. The evidence recorded 
by the enquiry officer was not sufficient to prove the charge. 

The management appeared and opposed the 
statement of claim by filing written statement- It is 
contended by the management that the charge levelled 
against the workman was well proved by independent 
witnesses and disciplinary authority on the basis of the 
enquiry report has rightly dismissed the workman from the 
services. 

On perusal of the mcterials ori record it is evidently 
clear that workman was charge sheeted as follows:- 

1. On 03-12-2003, he submitted requisition letter 
forging the signature of Mrs. Parminder Kaur. SB Account 
holder of No. 21148 and fraudulently obtained a cheque 
book containing cheque leaves No.47658l to 476600. In 
order to conceal the cheque book receive by him, he had 
stealthily removed the pages No. 83 to 84 of the cheque 
book issued register relating to delivery' of the cheque book 
for SB No. 21148. 

2. I le had also stealthily removed and destroyed the 
original specimen signature sheet relating to SB A/c No. 
21148 of Mrs. Parminder Kaur from the SB specimen 
signature folder and pasted in its place another specimen 
signature sheet containing signature purportedly that on 
the account holder. I he signature pasted by him was not 
verified and authenticated by any official of the branch. 
The signature appearing in the specimen signature sheet 
was found to he forged. 


For the Workman : Shri Chandcr Kumar Jha 

For the Management : Shri R.K. Chopra 

AWARD 

Passed on :- 13-10-2010 

Government of India vide Notification No. L-12012/ 
117/2006-1R(B-11), dated 05-06-2007 by exercising its powers 
under Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, (the Act in 
short) has referred the following industrial dispute for 
adjudication to this Tribunal: 


3. Utilizing the above cheque book fraudulently 
obtained by him, he had in collusion with the person known 
to him, got four cheques presented by two persons known 
to him forging the signature of the account holder and 
fraudulently withdrawn Rs. 1,63,000 in the SB A/c No. 21148 
ofMrs. Parminder Kaur. 

4. lie also removed the photo of Mrs. Parminder 
Kaur from the S B. A/e opening form to facilitate passing of 
the above cheques. He wilfully caused misconduct within 
the meaning of the clause 5 (d) of the Memorandum of 
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Settlement dated 10-04-2002 between the Bank and its 
workmen. The above acts are also prejudicial to the interest 
of the Bank within the meaning of gross misconduct as 
defined in clause 5 (i) of the aforsaid settlement. 

On the issue of fairness of enquiry both of the parties 
were heard at length and issue of fairness of enquiry was 
decided by this Tribunal vide order dated 16-05-2010. In 
the said order dated 16-06-2010 the enquiry was held to be 
proper and fair and the parties were afforded the 
opportunity for adducing evidence on perversity in decision 
making, if any, by the enquiry officer and on quantum of 
punishment. It is evidently clear.vide order dated 05-07- 
2010 that both of the parties preferred not to aducc any 
evidence even on perversity of decision making, if any, by 
the enquiry officer and on quantum of punishment awarded 
by the disciplinary authority. It was stated by learned 
counsel for the workman that evidence recorded by the 
enquiry officer is sufficient to prove the perversity of the 
enquiry officer. 

Both of the parties were heard again at length on the 
issue mentioned above. 1 have also perused the complete 
enquiry file. As more as evidence of five witnesses were 
recorded by enquiry officer. The officer who conducted 
the preliminary enquiry was also cross-examined. In his 
preliminary enquiry report it is specifically mentioned that 
the workman has admitted before the enquiry officer 
conducted the preliminary enquiry regarding his 
involvement in illegally withdrawn the funds from the 
account of Smt. Parminder Kaur. Not a single question was 
asked by workman in the cross-examination of the enquiry 
officer conducted the preliminary enquiry. It means the 
statement of the enquiry officer conducted the preliminary 
enquiry is unrebutled. On going through the entire 
statement given by the enquiry officer, 1 am of the view 
that the statement is trust worthy and reliable. Moreover, 
the other witnesses who were the employees of the bank 
have also proved that Shri Aslam was seen with Daljcet 
Singh who has fraudulently withdrawn the amount from 
the account of Smt. Parminder Kaur. The handwriting of 
Shri Aslam was also proved by the handwriting expert in 
evidence adduced before the enquiry officer. Thus.on alt 
the charges namely withdrawn of the amount, misplacing 
the authenticated specimen signature sheet and pasting 
the fabricated signature sheet, the involvement of the 
workman is well proved. No doubt, there has been no direct 
evidence before the enquiry officer but the circumstances 
which were proved by the witnesses of the bank clearly 
established the involvement of the workman in the 
fraudulent activity. Moreover, the opportunity was there 
to the workman being an integral part of the office of the 
bank working in the branch in question. 

Thus,thc cumulative effect of evidence adduced 
before the enquiry officer is that active involvement of 
workman in the fraudulent activities was established by 
the circumstantial evidence. Accordingly, there was no 


8095 


perversity in decision making of the enquiry officer proving 
all the charges against the workman. Considering the nature 
of charge and misconduct and the punishment awarded to 
the workman. I am also of the view that it was proportionate 
to the commmiued misconduct. The workman is accordingly 
not entitled for any relief. Let Central Government be 
approached for publication of award, and thereafter file be 
consigned to record room. It is once again stated that 
order dated 16-06-2010 passed by this Tribunal on 
preliminary' issue of fairness of enquiry shall be part of the 
this award. The office is directed to enclose the copy of the 
said order while sending the award for publication to the 
Central Government. 

G.K. SHARMA, Presiding Officer 

I.D. No. 36/2007 
Anncxurc-I 

Order dated : 16-6-2010 

This file is placed before me for order on fairness of 
enquiry. I have heard the workman in person and learned 
counsel for both of the parties. Lntire enquiry file has also 
been filed by the management. I have also gone through 
the entire materials on record including the enquiry report 
and the order of the disciplinary authority. While hearing 
the workman in person by Tribunal, the workman has 
cone cade d the following facts:- 

(1) That he was working as Daftri in the Office with 
the management in the branch in question 

(2) I le was issued a charge sheet. 

(3) I le answered the charge sheet after understanding 
the nature of charges. 

(4) An enquiry officer was appointed to conduct a 
departmental enquiry. 

(5) 1 le has appeared before the enquiry officer. 

(6) All the copies of the documents which were filed 
by the management were provided to him. 

(7) Me was not given the permission of cross- 
examination of any witness adduced by the management. 

(8) I he enquiry officer and other officers were talking 
in l-nglish during departmental proceedings and he was 
unable to understand the language. 

(9) He was afforded the opportunity lor adducing 
evidence in defence. 

(10) Copy of the enquiry report was not provided to 
him. I le has rcceived.thc show cause notice. 

Thereafter, I have also heard learned counsel for the 
parties. The main contentions on the fairness of the enquiry 
of the workman are that he was not conversant with the 
Lnglish language so he cannot understand the nature of 
enquiry conducted against him,opportunity for cross- 
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examination of the witness of management was not given, 
he was not afforded the opportunity to adduce the evidence 
in defence and he was not provided with the copy of the 
enquiry report. I have gone through the entire materials on 
record. From proceedings of enquiry, it has come to the 
notice of this Tribunal that on 29-07-2005 and 30-07-2005 
workman was permitted to engage his defence 
representative. The defence representative was engaged 
and the same was allowed by the enquiry officer to 
proceeded with in the enquiry' according to law. I he above 
proceedings also proved that one Shri S. K. Gatlar was 
appointed as a translator to translate the entire proceedings 
before the enquiry officer in the language known to the 
workman. The language of the workman was Punjabi and 
Shri S. K. Gattarwas very well versed in Punjabi & Lnglish 
languages. The proceedings of the enquiry contains the 
certificate by the enquiry officer that Shri S. K. Gatlar, as 
translator has translated the sentences from Knglish to 
Punjabi to enable to the workman to understand the nature 
of enquiry. On perusal of the entire materials on record it is 
also evident that every possible opportunity for cross- 
examination was afforded to the defence representative. 
Every witness was cross-examined. The opportunity for 
adducing evidence in defence was also given. I etter dated 
06-12-05 also proved that on a plea raised by the workman 
before the disciplinary authority about non-supplying the 
copy of the enquiry report the disciplinary authority has 
supplied the copy of the enquiry report afresh before 
moving further for awarding the punishment. 

Thus, I am of the view that a fair and proper enquiry 
was conducted by the enquiry officer and there has been 
no violation of any rules of principle of natural justice. 

This finding is regarding the fairness and 
reasonableness of enquiry. Meaning thereby, whether the 
procedure for conducting the enquiry was adopted by the 
enquiry officer or not? While deciding the issue on fairness 
of enquiry', the Tribunal has also to visualize whether there 
is any violation of any rules of principle of natural justice. 
This Tribunal has not to go beyond this while deciding 
this issue of fairness of enquiry. 

It is also important to mention that while deciding 
the issue on fairness of enquiry, this Tribunal is not legally 
bound to record the oral evidence of the parties. If in the 
opinion of the Tribunal, the issue of fairness of enquiry 
can be adjudicated and decided on the basis of the 
documents supplied by the parties, it is not mandatory to 
record the oral evidence. This Tribunal is of the view that 
complete file of the proceedings is on record which is 
sufficient to disposed olf the issue on fairness of enquiry. 
Accordingly, this issue is decided. 

There is a difference in conducting the enquiry in a 
fair and proper manner in compliance of the principle of 
natural justice and the decision making of the enquiry 
officer and the disciplinary authority. There may be cases 


where the enquiry might have been conducted in a very 
fair and proper manner but the decision making of the 
enquiry oflicer or the disciplinary authority may suffers 
with any perversity. The perversity may be for non¬ 
evaluating the evidence properly or evaluating the evidence 
w'hicli has not placed before the enquiry oflicer. No doubt, 
this Tribunal cannot act as the appellate authority of the 
enquiry officer and the disciplinary authority , but a limited 
scope is left regarding the perversity and illegality in 
decision making. Before giving any finding on perversity 
and illegality on account of the enquiry officer and the 
disciplinary authority, if any, it is mandatory to afford the 
opportunity for adducing evidence to both of the parties 
Thus, while holding that an enquiry w as fairly and properly 
conducted in pursuance of the principle of natural justice, 
this Tribunal is affording the opportunity for adducing 
evidence to both of the parties on following two 
issues : 

(1) On perversity in dicision making, if any. of the 
enquiry officer and the disciplinary authority , 

(2) Quantum of punishment. 

Both of the parties arc directed to adduce their 
evidence on both of the issues mentioned above on 
05-07-2010 positively. Parties be infomed. 

G. K. SI IARMA, Presiding Oflicer 
4? fern, 26 2010 
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New Delhi, the 26lh October. 2010 

S.O. 2904.— -In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of' 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. CGI 1 
LC/R/149/97) of the Centra! Government Industrial Tribunal 
Labour Court, Jabalpur now as shown in the Annexure, in 
the Industrial dispute between the employees in relation to 
the management of Life Insurance Corporation of India 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 22-10-2010. 

| No. l.-l 7012/23/96-1R (13-11 )j 
I). S.S. SRINIVASA RAO. Desk Officer 
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ANNKXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
JABALPUR 
No. CGIT/LC/R/149/97 

Presiding Officer: Shri MOl 1D. SH AK.1R11 AS AN 

Shri Rajendra Singh Solanki, 

42, Block Colony, Nai Aawadi, 

Mandsour, Madhya Pradesh ... Workman/Union 

Versus 

Sr. Divisional Manager, 

Life Insurance Corporation ot India, 

Divisional Office, 

Jeewan Prakash, 19, M. G. Road, 

Indore ■ ■ -Management 

AWARD 

Passed on this 4th day of October, 20! 0 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of I .abour vide 
its Nitification No. L-17012/23/96-1 R(B-I1) dated 26-5-97 has 
referred the following dispute for adjudication by this 
tribunal:— 

“Whether the action of the management of L1C of 
India in terminating the services of Shri Rajendra 
Singh Solanki w.c.f. 14-6-94 is legal and justified? If 
not, to what relief the said workman is entitled?" 

2. The workman appeared on 19-! 1-2001 in person 
but did not file statement of claim. Lastly the then 1 nbunal 
proceeded exparte against the workman on 7-2-2007. 

3. The management also appeared through his lawyer 
but did not file anyWrittcn Statement.l astly the 
management also became absent in the reference. 

4. It is evident that the workman does not want to 
raise any Industrial Dispute or he has no case to contest 
with the management though sufficient time was 
granted. Thus the reference is answered. 

5. In the result, no dispute award is passed wothout 
any costs. 

6. Let the copies of the award be sent to the 
Government of India. Ministry of Labour and Employment 
as per rules. 

MOHD. SHAKIR HASAN, Presiding Officer 
Fcml, 26 3T3RJP7, 2010 

^.3^. 2905.—3tWlP(T 1947 (1947 

i4) qro 17 ^ ^^ 

^ ^ TT3T5 3TR 3P^ +4+KI T TUT 3PJPP P 

P TRT47 <Hl^jlDl^+> SPPP-PP/STP 
1, ^ w (wF WIT 169/2003) tt 

't, Pfl PPPK PH 22-10-2010 PH W fPT PI I 

[T. PeT 12012/123/20033TR(PT II) ] 
^T. ttr ppt. pp, aifapiiO 


New Delhi, the 26th October, 2010 

S.O. 2905.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (! 4 of 194), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ret. No. 169 
2003) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Chandigarh now as shown in the Anncxure. in the 
Industrial dispute between the employees in relation to the 
management ot Canara Bank and their workmen, which 
was received by the Centra! Government on 22-10-2010. 

[ No. L-1 20 12/ 123/2003-IR (B-l 1 ) | 
D.S.S. SRINIVASA RAO. DeskOfficer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GYANENDRA KUMAR SHARMA, 
PRSIl)INGOKKlCER,CENTRALGOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRlA I’RIBUNAIi-CUM-l.ABOUR COURT-1, 
CHANDIGARH 

Case ID No. 169/2003 

Sh. Sudcsh Kumar S/o Sh. AmarNath, R/oNJ-42; Mohalfa 
Malkan, Jalandhar City, Punjab 

...Applicant 

Versus 

Dy. Gcnl. Manager, Canara Bank,Circle Office, 
Scctor-34, Plot No. I .Chandigarh-160017. 

...Respondent 

APPEARANCES 

for the workman : Shri B. N. Schgal 

For the management Shri N. K. Zakhtni 

AWARD 

Passed on 12-10-2010 

Government of India vide Notification 
No. I.-I2012 123/2003-1 R(B-II) dated 16-09-2003. b> 
exercisintt its powers under Section 10 ot the Industrial 
Disputes Act, (the Act in short) has referred the following 
industrial dispute for adjudication to this 1 ribunal : 

"Whether the action of the management of l)>. 
General Manager, Canara Bank. Chandigarh in 
dismissing Shri Sudcsh Kumar S o Shri Amur Nath. 
Lx Special Asstt from services w.c.f. 7-6-2003 is just 
and legal'.’ If not.what relief the Workman is entitled 
to „:'d from which date?"' 

I he case of the workman in nut shell is that 
while working as Special Assistant Canara Bank at 
Maihiran Gate. Jalanddhar branch, his wife Sint. Komat 
Dcvgan has issued a cheque favouring M s. 1 riputi Capital 
Service I id. l or Rs. 1 0000 bearing Cheque No. 976321 dated 
18-2-1999 from saving bank account No. 6777 maintained 
at the same Canara Bank Branch. 11 is wife was short of 
funds. 1 le contacted Sml. Davindcr Kaur working with him 
in the same branch on 22-2-1999 and she consented to 
extend the financial help for a short period and permitted 
him to transfer an amount of Rs. 10.000 from her OB 
account to the account of his wife on 23-2-1999. the day. 
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cheque favouring M/s, Triputi Capital Service was 
presented. As Smt. Davinder Kaur was on leave on that 
day her written authorization could not be taken. Necessary 
debit and credit slips were acted upon on due authorization 
from Shri K.K. Bhalla, the then Manager for transferring 
the said amount and the amount was debited by 
Mr, Pardeep Malhotra concerned clerk in the book of the 
accounts. From 22-2-1999, Smt. Davinder Kaur was on leave 
and on 27-2-1999, workman transferred the amount of Rs. 
10,000 from his wife’s account to the OD account of 
Smt.Davinder Kaur. On 27-2-1999, Smt. Davinder Kaur was 
requested to put her signature on the reverse of voucher 
dated 23-2-1999, but she refused on account of being the 
member of rival union. Smt. Davinder Kaur lodged a 
complaint on 9-3-1999 against the workman for which he 
was issued a charge sheet dated 18-1-2000. After 
departmental enquiry desciplinary authority awarded the 
punishment dismissing the workman from services. Appeal 
preferred by the workman was also dismissed. 

The management appeared and filed the written 
statement. It was denied by the workman that any consent 
was taken from Smt, Davinder Kaur for withdrawing 
Us. 10.000 from her OD account. Enquiry was fairly and 
properly conducted and as per the contention of the 
management punishment awarded to him was/is 
proportionate to the committed misconduct, Both of the 
parties were heard on fairness of enquiry on 19-1 1-2009. 

I nquiry was held to be proper and fair and in accordance 
with the principle of natural justice vide order dated 19-11- 
2009. Both of the parties were afforded the opportunity for 
adducing evidenced on perversity of decision making and 
on quantum of punishment. Evidence of the parties was 
recorded. Complete enquiry file has been filed by the 
management. 

! have heard the parties at length. 

The main issues for adjudication before this Tribunal 
are as follows: 

1. Whether enquiry officer has rightly held all the 
charges well proved against the workman? 


of the receipt of this charge sheet a statement in 
writing setting forth your defence, if any,and showing 
cause as to why disciplinary action should not be 
taken against you.” 

CHARGE 

You are presently working as a Special Assistant at 
ourCanara Bank, M H Gate Jalandhar since 18-5-98 

Smt. Davinder Kaur (53491), clerk is maintaining an 
DD Account with our M H Gate Jalandhar Branch. On 
23-2-99, you prepared/authorized a debit slip for Rs. 1 ().()()() 
for debiting the DD Account of Smt. Davinder Kaur 
unauthorisedly. The above said proceeds of Rs. 10.000 
were credited to the SB Account No. 6777, standing in the 
name of your wife, Smt. Komal Dcvgun and the relative 
credit slip was also prepared by you. The above said amount 
of Rs. 10,000 was got transferred by you unauthorised ly to 
the SB Account No. 6777. standing in the name of your 
wife Smt. Komal Devgun, to facilitate the passing of the 
cheque bearing no. 976321 dated 18-2-99 issued by her 
favouring M/s. Triputi Capital Services (Pvt.) Ltd. The 
above said amount of Rs. 10,000 was transferred back to 
DD Account of Smt. Davinder Kaur on 27-2-99. 

Smt. Davinder Kaur (53491), Clerk was on leave on 23- 
2-99 and her on account had been got debited by you for 
transferring Rs. 10,000 to the SB Account of your wife 
unauthoriscdly and without her conscnl/pcrmission. An 
investigation conducted into the mailer has confirmed the 
above. 

An explanation w-as called for from you for your 
above said acts by our Staff Section (W), Circle Office, 
Chandigarh vide their letter no. Cl ISW' 1 2935 HP 99 MAN 
dated 16-4-99 and the reply submitted by you was found 
neither covineing nor satisfactory. 

By your above acts you have misused your official 
position and tempered the records of the Bank by preparing/ 
authorizing the debit/credit slips to transfer the amount 
from the DD Account of Smt. Davinder Kaur to the SB 
Account of your wife fraudulently. 


2 . Whether the act of workman constitutes any By your above acts you have failed to discharge 

misconduct, if yes, the nature of misconduct? your duties with utmost integrity, honesty and thus 

3. Whetherthc punishment awarded to the workrman committed a Gross Misconduct within the meaning of 

is disproportionate? Chapter XI Regulation 2A(i) of Canara Bank Service Code. 


4. Relief 

Firstly 1 am taking issues Nos. 1,2 and 3 for 
adjudication. All these issues are related to each other. 
Discussion on one issue shall other. According, all these 
issues are hereby answered simultaneously. On perusal of 
material on record, it is evidently clear that the workman 
was charge sheeted for the following three counts: 

I he charge sheet given to the workman is as follows: 

“Whereas, there are prima facie grounds for 
believing that you have committed misconduct the 
particulars whereof are given below, this Charge 
sheet has been drawn up againt you and you are 
hereby required to submit to us within fifteen days 


By your above action,you have willfully caused 
damage/attempted to cause damage to the property of the 
Customers/Bank and committed a Gross misconduct within 
the meaning ol’Chaptcr XI. Regulation 3(j) of Canara Bank 
Service Code. 

Your above acts being prejudicial to the interests of 
the Bank, you have committed a Gross Misconduct within 
the meaning of Chapter XI. Regulation 3(m) of Canara Bank 
Service Code, 

18 Jan. 2000 
Circle Office, 

Chandigarh Su 

DEPUTY GENERAL MANAGER 
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On plain reading of the charge sheet it is clear that the 
workman was charge sheeted under Regulation 3(i), 3(j) and 
3(m) of chapter XI, Canara Bank Service Code. Regulation 
3(i) is relating to gross negligence i.e. to say negligence 
involving or likely to involve the bank in serious loss. 
Regulation 3(j) is relating to willful damage or attempt to 
damage the property of the bank or any of its customer, 
whereas, Regulation 3(m) is relating to doing any act which 
is prejudicial to the interest of the bank. It is hereby made 
clear that all the three charges have been made against the 
workman for his single act of withdrawing Rs. 10,000 from 
the OD account of his colleague employee. Before discussing 
the nature of act committed by the workman and the charges 
levelled against him, it is important to mention the purpose 
of disciplinary action against the workman. Chapter XI of 
the Canara Bank Service Code, relating to disciplinary' action 
opens with the purpose of disciplinary action. Clause 1 and 
2 of Chapter XI reads as under: 

"(1) Disciplinary action means imposing on an 
employee punishment as hereinafter provided with a 
view to punish or correct any misconduct on his part. 
Such action is said to be taken when an order 
imposing punishment is passed and the punishment 
imposed shall take effect on the date of the order unless 
the order specifies a different date for the purpose. 

(2) Pointing out or correcting any mistake in the work 
done by or in the conduct of any employee, tendering 
to any employee, whether orally or in writing any 
advice or admonition, requiring any employee 
whether orally or in writing to explain any work done 
by him or any conduct on his part, or warning an 
employee that if he does not correct himself 
disciplinry action may have to be take against him, 
or such or similar action is not disciplinary' action." 

The plain reading of clause I and II of chapter XI of 
the Code makes it clear that the purpose of disciplinary 
action primarily is to correct a workman. The punishment 
is awarded when the act of the workman which costitutes 
the misconduct is beyond correction or even after 
opportunity to correct, the workman fails to correct himself. 

The terms misconduct has also been defined by 
1 lon’ble the Apex Court in Inspector Prem Chand Vs. Govt, 
of NCT of Delhi,2007 (4) SLR 243. In para 8 of the judgment 
pronounced by Uon’ble Mr. Justice S.B. Sinha, relying upon 
several judicial pronouncement of Indian Courts and 
Abroad, the definition of misconduct has been mentioned 
as under: 

"Code of conduct as set out in the conduct rules 
clearly indicates the conduct expected from a member 
of the service. It would follow that the conduct which 
is blameworthy for the Govt, servant in the context 
rules out to be misconduct if a servant conducts 
himself in a very inconsistent with due and faithful 
discharge of his duty in service, it is misconduct.” 


In para 8 itself, Hon’ble the Apex Court, regarding 
the definition of misconduct relying upon the Stroud 
Judicial dictionary has also held as under:— 

“Misconduct means, misconduct arising from ill 
motive; acts of negligence, errors of judgments or 
innoccent mistakes, do not constitute such 
misconduct”. 

Now the duty' of this Tribunal is to see whether the 
enquiry officer has considered the issue that the acts 
done by the workman were done with ill motive or it was an 
act of negligence or error in judgment. 

There is no dispute on the issue that the workman 
has withdrawn an amount of Rs. 10,000 from the account of 
his colleague official and credited the same to the account 
of his wife for the purpose of clearance of her cheque, it is 
also admitted that Rs. 10,000 were further credited to the 
OD account of colleague official on 27-2* 1999. 1 he dispute 
is whether the colleague employee has permitted the 
workman to do so? The enquiry' officer has held that there 
was no permission. Entire act of withdraw ing the amount 
from OD account of Smt. Davinder Kaur and credited the 
same to the account of Smt. Komal, the wife of the workman 
was under the authority of the Manager concerned i he 
Manager concerned has permitted to debit and credited 
the amount. 

All the employees irrespective of their cadre in the 
particular branch are like the member of a family. They 
individually and jointly discharge the functions entrusted 
to the branch. There is a fiduciary relationship between the 
employees of the branch concerned. This fiduciary 
relationship creates a trust between the members oi the 
branch, This fiduciary' relationship, trust and confidence is 
reliected from the act of the workman for debiting 
Rs. 10,000 from the account of another member of branch 
and Act of the Manager permitting to debit and credit 
Rs. 10,000 as head of the family. While dealing any matter 
of any misconduct such fiduciary relationship has to be 
kept in mind. Without disputing the issue whether Smt. 
Davinder Kaur has permitted the workman or not, it is clear 
that the workman has acted on the basis of trust and 
confidence stated earlier, '['here is no iota ol evidence to 
show the ill intention of the workman for illegally and 
unauthorized withdrawing the amount of Rs. 10,000 and 
crediting the same to the account of his wife. II was a 
bonafidc act supported by the Head ol the lamity. the 
Manager of the branch. There is not a single sentence in 
evidence of any of the management’s witness and in entire 
enquiry report that there was some ill motive and criminal 
intention of the workman behind the act. 

The departmental proceedings run on the basis ol 
justice, enquiry and good conscious. The purpose being 
it, for me, is to give colour to the provisions of chapter XI 
regarding disciplinary action, flic disciplinary actions are 
initiated to correct the workman and thereafter to punish 
him proportionately. The terms justice, equity and good 
conscious, barred the enquiry officer and the disciplinary 
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authority to act in hipo technical manner. These terms 
requires the sensitization of the enquiry officer and the 
disciplinary authority to reach to the conclusion for all the 
reasons for which the act said to be misconduct was 
committed. The enquiry officer and the disciplinary 
authority have acted in hipo technical manner statically 
without any sensitization on the nature and cause of the 
act said to be misconduct. They have not given any thought 
to the inter-see trust and confidence between the members 
of the branch. 

Smt. Davinder Kaur has refused to give any consent 
for withdrawing the amount from her OD account. But this 
fact came to her notice on 27-2-1999 and she filed a 
complaint on 9-3-1999, She had stated that she orally 
complained to the manager of the branch on 27-2-1999, She 
has also stated in her statement before the enquiry officer 
that she also complained orally on 28-2-1999 but the manager 
of the branch has stated that she has informed him orally 
on 27-2-1999 only. In her evidence before the enquiry officer 
she has stated that from 28-2-1999 to 9-3-1999 she was 
thinking over the further steps to be taken in this 
matter. The statement of Smt. Davinder Kaur was recorded 
prior to the statement of manager concerned. A question 
was asked by the defense representative that what was the 
reflection of the manager when Smt. Davinder Kaur 
complained to him on 28-2-1999? This question was not 
permitted to be asked reasons know to the enquiry officer. 
Thereafter, the statement of manager was recorded and the 
manager has in very specific terms mentioned that she 
made a complaint only on 27-2-1999 and not on 28-2-1999. 
Meaning thereby, Smt. Davinder Kaur was telling lie that 
she also made a complaint to the branch manager on 
28-2-1999. The branch manager concerned was also guilty 
of approving the transaction without verifying the fact of 
permission given by said Davinder Kaur. T he statement 
given by the branch manager that she made a complaint on 
27-2-1999 is the outcome of that mistake which the manager 
has committed. At the cost of repetition, it is mentioned 
the workman and the manager both have acted under a 
trust and confidence of presumed consent of Smt. Davinder 
Kaur which is integral in behaviour of the members of the 
branch. No ill will or ill intention has been proved against 
the workman. Thus, it may be an error in judgment or act of 
negligence or inocent mistake for sanction/presumed 
sanction to help a colleague of the branch in the case of 
need and/or emergency. The workman has proved the 
emergency that for clearance of a cheque of Rs, 10,000 were 
required. Such type of acts, every colleague will do in 
ordinary course of nature, As stated earlier that all the 
members of the branch works as the member of the family 
under the trust and confidence and in case of emergency 
intcr-see help is integral part of this trust. Certainly, it was 
a error of judgment and innocent mistake committed by the 
workman which can not said to be a misconduct. Enquiry 
officer and disciplinary authority have overlooked this 
issue. This is also the intention of Chapter XI of the Code 
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of Conduct of the Bank. In Chapter XI, Regulation I and 11 
it is specifically reflected. 

Moreover, there are certain clashes in the family. The 
clash is reflected on the way of making complaint by 
Smt.Davinder Kaur. She has stated that she orally 
complained to the manager on 27th and 28th of Kcb. 1999, 
but the manager stated that he receive the oral complaint 
on 27th only and forwarded the same orally to the head 
office. There is no reason to wait up to 9th of next month 
for making the complaint. The complaint is after thought 
and instigated one. The above inference is clear from the 
cumulative evaluation of evidence adduced by both of the 
parties before the enquiry officer and before this Tribunal 
Accordingly, issue No. 1, 2 and 3 arc disposed off with a 
direction that no doubt the enquiry was conducted as per 
rules mentioned in Code of Conduct, but judgment of the 
enquiry officer and disciplinary authority suffered with 
perversity in decision making. The enquiry officer and 
disciplinary authority have not perused the fact that while 
working in the branch every employee irrespective of their 
cadre works hard unitedly as a family and in case of any 
problem with any member of the branch, the assistance by- 
other is integral to such trust and confidence. The enquiiy 
officer has reached to the conclusion technically without 
considering that he has to conduct the proceeding on 
enquity, justice and good conscious. 

Accordingly, the act of workman for which the 
enquiry was conducted does not constitute any misconduct. 
Moreover, the workman was charge-sheeted under 
rules 3(i), 3 (j) and 3 (m) of Chapter XI of the Code of 
Conduct, Rule 3 (i) is relating to gross negligence, lo say 
negligence involving or likely lo involve the bank in serious 
loss, Serious loss for the purpose of 3 (i) means the financial 
loss. The other types of losses arc mentioned in other 
clauses of regulation 3 of Chapter XI. No financial loss has 
been caused to the bank or any customer of the bank or 
even to the colleague employee. Like wise charge under 
rule 3 (j) is relating to willful damage or attempt to caused 
damage lo the property of the bank or any of its customer. 
Registers and ledgers of the bank account are the properly 
of the bank and customers. The term willfully includes the 
term ill motive which is not present in the present reference. 
Lastly, the workman was also charged under rules 3 ( m ) of 
the Code which is relating to doing any act prejudicial lo 
the interest of the bank, lor the reasons mentioned in the 
body of this award the act of the workman may be termed 
as violative of trust and confidence which is inherent 
between the colleague employees of the branch, but it can 
not be said to be act prejudicial to the interest ol the bank 

Thus, for the reasons mentioned in the body ol'ihe 
award the enquiry officer has wrongly held all the charges 
proved against the workman. In fact the workman has not 
committed any misconduct. One more fact lias been brought 
to the notice oflhis Tribunal. The workman was prized lor 
his excellent banking work in the branch. Apart from this 
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act of the workman, there is no complaint against the act 
and conduct of the workman during his 24 years service in 
the bank. 

Thus, the part of the enquiry report holding the 
charges well proved against the workman, punishment 
awarded to him by the disciplinary authority and order of 
appellate authority dismissing his apeal are hereby quashed. 
The management is directed to reinstate the services of the 
workman with all consequential benefits within one month 
from the date of publication of the award. The reference is 
accordingly answered. Central Government be informed 
for publication of the award, and thereafter, file be 
consigned. 

Chandigarh, 

Dated 12-10-2010 

GK. SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
27 33^7, 2010 
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New Delhi, the 27th October, 2010 
S.O. 2906.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) , the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 28/ 
2009) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court No.l, New Delhi as shown intheAnnexure, in 
the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of All India Radio and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 27-10- 
2010. 

[ No. L-42011/13/2009-lR (DU)] 
JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 

annexure 

BEFORE DRR.K. VADAV, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
NO.l, KARARDOOM A COURTS COMPLEX, DELHI 
|P No. 28/2009 

Shri Rajinder Singh through General Secretary, 

Delhi Labour Union, Aggrawal Bhavan, 

GT. Kamal Road, Tis Hazari, Delhi-110054. 

...Workman 

Versus 

The Director, 

All India Radio (Akashwani & Doordarshan), 

C.E. (N.Z.) Jamnagar House, 

New Delhi-110001, 

...Management 


AWARD 

Rajinder Singh approached this Tribunal \\ ilh a claim 
for reinstatement of his service with All India Radio and 
Doordarshan (hereinafter referred to as the management), 
when the appropriate Government had referred a dispute 
for adjudication vide order No. L-42012 59 97 dated 
13-5-98, He agitated that he joined services with the 
management as a beldar on 3-04-84. His sen ices were 
terminated with on 8-03-96 in an arbitrary and i.legal manner. 
Despite opportunity the management tailed to iile written 
statement, Rajinder Singh tendered Ins affidavit as 
evidence, which was appreciated and relied by ibis 
Tribunal, His claim was granted, vide award dated 
7-07-2000 and the Tribunal commanded that he was entitled 
for reinstatement in service with continuity and lull hack 
wages. The award, so passed, was unsuccessfully assailed 
by the management before the single judge as well as 
Division Bench of High Court ot Delhi. 1 Itimaielv the 
management was constrained to reinstate services ol 
Rajinder Singh, in pursuance of missives given in the award. 
After reinstatement, he raised a demand for regularization 
of his services. His demand was espoused by Delhi Labour 
Union (in short the Union), who illcd a claim before the 
Conciliation Officer. Since conciliation proceedings tailed, 
appropriate Government referred the dispute to this 
Tribunal, vide order No. L-42011/13/2009-IR (DL) dated 
29-05-2009, with following terms: 

“Whether the demand of Delhi Labour Union lor 
regularization of services of Shri Rajinder Singh by 
the management of All India Radio, C.h. (N.Z.), 
Jamnagar House, is legal and justified? II yes,what 
relief the workman is entitled to 0 ' - 

2, Claim statement was filed by the Union pleading 
that Rajinder Singh joined service of the management as 
beldar on 03-04-84. He was treated as a muster roll employee 
and paid minimum wages revised from time to lime. I Its 
counter-parts, doing identical work and treated regular 
employees, were being paid salary in proper pay scales, 
besides allowances. His services were terminated on 
08-03-96 without assigning any valid reason. I Ic raised an 
industrial dispute, which was referred for adjudication to 
this Tribunal. Award dated 07-07-2000 was passed 
declaring that he was entitled for reinstatement in service 
with continuity and full back wages. The management 
assailed that award and lost before the single judge as well 
as Division Bench of High Court ot Delhi. When award 
became final, he was allowed to join his duties by the 
management in 19-4-2005. He is entitled to be made 
permanent employee of the management. Non regularization 
of his service is illegal, unjust, malaftdc and amounts to 
unfair labour practice. The job, against which he is working 
is of permanent and regular in nature. Regular employees 
are getting wages higher than him. He gets status oi a 
regular employee on completion of 90 days ol continuous 
service, as provided in model standing orders framed under 
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Industrial Employment (Standing Orders) Act, 1946. Action 
of the management in not treating him regular and paying 
him less wages then regular employees of his category 
amounts to discrimination. His juniors have been regularized 
in service. It has been claimed that the management may be 
directed to regularize his servicess w.e.f. 03-04-84 and 
difference of salary on the principle of equal pay for equal 
work may be accorded to him. 

3. Claim was demurred pleading that at no point of 
time the claimant was engaged by the management. There 
had been no employer and employee relationship between 
the claimant and the management. He approached this 
Tribunal in first round of litigation in 1998 and an aw'ard 
was passed in his favour on 07-07-2000. The said award 
was unsuccessfully assailed before single judge and 
Division Bench of the High Court of Delhi. When award 
became final, management had to engage the claimant in 
terms of directions contained in the award. It has been 
projected that mere completion of 240 days in service 
nowhere ripes into a claim for regularization in Government 
service. He is not entitled for regularization of his services 
or any other relief claimed by him. His claim statement, 
being devoid of merits, may be dismissed. 

4. Rajinder Singh tendered his affidavit as evidence, 
besides some documents. He was cross examined at length 
on behalf of the management. He also examined 
Shri Surender Bhardwaj (WW2) in support of his case. 
Shri S. A. Tripathi (MW 1) tendered his aflfdavit as evidence 
on behalf of the management. He was cross examined at 
length on behalf of the claimant. No other witness was 
examined by either of the parties. 

5. Arguments were heard at the bar. "Shri Mohd. 
Farrukh authorised representative advanced arguments on 
behalf of the claimant. Shri S. M. Arif authorised 
representative, raised his submissions on behalf of the 
management. I have given my careful considerations to 
the arguments advanced at the bar and cautiously perused 
the record. My findings on issues involved in the 
controversy are as follows: 

6. Shri S. A. Tripathi swears in his affidavit that at no 
point oftime the claimant was engaged by the management 
for the job alleged to have been performed by him. There 
had been no employer and employee relationship between 
the claimant and the management. However claimant earlier 
approached this Tribunal when industrial dispute No. 137 
of 98 was referred to it for adjudication by the appropriate 
Government. The said dispute was answered in favour of 
the claimant vide Award dated 07-07-2000, placing reliance 
on his uncontroverted affidavit. The award was 
unsuccessfully assailed before the single judge and the 
Division Bench of Delhi High Court. When management 
failed to assail the award, claimant was taken on duly 
under forced circumstances. He projects that in terms of 
the directions given by this Tribunal in its award, the 
claimant was engaged as a casual labour. 

7. Whether the management can be permitted to re¬ 
agitate the issues which were adjudicated by this Tribunal 


vide its award dated 07-07-2000? For an answer, (he Tribunal 
has to consider as to whether principles of rcs-judicala can 
be invoked. It is well settled that entire Code of Civil 
Procedure, 1908 (in short the Code) is not applicable to an 
industrial adjudication, yet principles of res-judicata laid 
down under Section I 1 of the Code are applicable whomever 
possible. In Straw Board Manufacturing Company l td. 
[ 1974 (1) LI J 499] the Apex Court observed : 

“This is so since multiplicity of litigation, agitation 
and re-agitation of the same dispute at issue between 
the same employer and his employees will not he 
conducive to industrial peace which is principle 
object ofall labour legislation bearing on indutstnal 
adjudication but in holding that the principles of rcs- 
judicata is applicable to a particular case, operating 
consideration is whether a matter in dispute in a 
subsequent case had earlier been directly and 
substantially in issue between the same parties and 
the same has been heard and fully decided by the 
Tribunal. The earlier question of issue must be 
relevant and germain in determining question of res- 
judicata in subsequent proceedings. The real 
character of the controversy between the parties is 
the determining factor and in complex and manifold 
one relation between the labour and capital giving 
rise to diverse kind of ruptures of varying nuances 
no cast iron rule can be laid down. Some distinction 
of whatever shade of magnitude may have to be borne 
in mind in compliance of the principles of res- judicata 
in industrial adjudication in contravention to civil 
proceedings.” 

8. In Hindustan Liver Ltd. (1984 Lab. I.C. 276) the 
Apex Court laid that "though this is highly technical 
concept of civil justice may be kept in precise con lind limits 
in the field of industrial adjudication which must as far as 
possible be kept free from such technicalities which thwart 
resolution of industrial disputes, it can safely be said that 
principle analogous to res-judicata can be availed of to 
scuttle any attempt at raising industrial disputes repealedl> 
in defiance of operative settlements and aw ards.” 

9. in Punjab Cooperative Bank Ltd. |1975 (II) I.I..I 
373] the Apex Court upheld the validity oftho application 
of principles of res-judicata to an issue raised in subsequent 
proceedings under Section 33 (C)(2) of the Act which had 
already been decided by a competent labour court in that 
regard in earlier industrial dispute. In Bombay Gas Compam 
Ltd. [1975 (II) LLJ 345] the Apex Court had gone to the 
extent of even applying principles of constructive res- 
judicata. Justice Alagiriswanii, speaking for the court 
observed: 

“The doctrine of res-judicata is a wholesome one 
which is applicable not merely to matters covered bv 
the provisions of the CodcofCivil Procedure but to 
all litigations. It proceeds on the principle that there 
should be no unnecessary litigation and whatever 
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claims and defences are open to parties should all be 

put forward at the same time, provided no confusion 

is likely to arise by so putting forward all such claims.’* 

10. in Mumbai Kamgar Sabha [1976 (II) LLJ 186], 
commenting on the above case, justice Krishna Iyer 
observed that, “it is clear law, so long as the above ruling 
stands, that industrial litigation is no exception to the 
general principle underlying the doctrine of res-judicata.’* 
The court entertained a doubt about, “the extension of the 
sophisticated doctrine of constructive res-judicata to 
industrial law which is governed by special methodology' 
of conciliation, adjudication and considerations of peaceful 
industrial relations, where collective bargaining and 
pragmatic justice claim precedence over formalised rules 
of decision based on individual contests, specific causes 
of action and findings on particular issues’’, but Bombay 
Gas Company l td. case (supra) was distinguished on the 
basis of the observations in that case that “If the workers 
are dis-satisfied with any of the items in respect of which 
their claim has been rejected, it is open to them to raise a 
fresh dispute”. This observation was interpreted to mean 
that “if a fresh dispute had been raised, after terminating a 
prior award, no bar of res-judicata could have been urged”. 
For the purpose of attracting principles of res-judicata, the 
issue in the two proceedings must be common. The real 
charactor of controversy between the parties is the 
determining factor. An award relating to termination of 
services of a workman, after being given the effect to, 
does not impose any continuing obligation on the workman 
or the employer. The award, therefore, becomes final and 
shall not ceases to be operative after lapse of one year. It 
cannot be terminated by a notice under sub section (6) of 
Section of 19 of the Act. That dispute cannot be referred 
to adjudication subsequently. The principles of res-judicata, 
as enunciated in Burn & Company Ltd. [1957 (!) LLJ 226] 
would apply to such a case with full force. 

1 ]. As detailed above, Shri S. A. Tripathi agitates 
that the claimant was not engaged by the management at 
any point of time for the job alleged to have been performed 
by him. There was no relationship of employer and 
employee between the parties. They further agitate that 
the claimant approached this Tribunal with an industrial 
dispute being I.D. No 137 of 1998, which dispute was 
adjudicated, vide award dated 07-07-2000, The award was 
unsuccessfully assailed before the single judge and 
Division Bench of the High Court and as such the 
management was constrained to take the claimant on duty 
under forced circumstances. Therefore, out of those facts, 
it is emerging that the management is re-agitating the issue 
to the effect that the claimant was not engaged by it for the 
job alleged to have been performed by him. Award 
Ex. W W1/2, proved by the claimant, when scanned bring it 
to light that an issue was referred for adjudication as to 
whether action of the management in terminating the 
services of Rajinder Singh w.c.f. 08-03-96 was just, fair 
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and legal, if not to what relief claimant was entitled to. 
For adjudication of those issues, claimant projected that 
he joined services under the management w.e.f. 03-04-84 as 
beldar. He was paid wages less then minimum wages 
revised from time to time. His services were terminated 
w.e.f. 08-03-96. Therefore, it is obvious that the claimant 
raised issues of his engagement by the management as a 
beldar on 03-04-84 and termination of his services in an 
illegal manner on 8-3-96. These issues were answered in 
favour of the claimant and he was ordered to be reinstated 
in services of the management with continuity and full 
back wages, vide award referred above. Consequently it is 
evident that the issues which the witnesses want to raise 
now, were agitated before this Iribunal in first round of 
litigation, which was lost by the management. Award 
Ex.WWl/2 has become final. The management cannot be 
permitted to re-agitate those issues by way of application 
of principles of res-judicata. Therefore, the evidence of 
Shri S. A.Tripathi on above facts are discarded and 
management is not permitted to reopen those very' issues 
which were adjudicated by this Tribunal vide award Lx. 
WW1/2. 

12. Claimant deposes that at present he is working in 
the office of Shri K. L. Yadav, Director, which office is 
located in Jamnagar House, New Delhi. I le w-as translcrred 
there in the year 2005. Prior to that he was working in 
Division D-6, Mall Road, New Delhi, since 1984. Deputy 
Director is incharge of that division. There was no 
contractor there at that time. When his services were 
dispensed with, he raised an industrial dispute claiming 
reinstatement of service. He further stated that 20-22 
persons of his category' are working in Jamnagar House, 
New Delhi, out of whom 7 or 8 are junior to him. All seniors 
of his category are regular employees. In 1996 his services 
were terminated. At the lime of working in a project at 
Khanpur and Kings way Camp his working hours were six 
days a week. I le denied that he never worked lor 240 days 
in any calendar year prior to 1996.1 le stated that his juniors 
namely, Gajadhar, A run. Rohtas etc. have been regularized. 
However no evidence w'as brought to light to establish 
that he fell in the same bracket, in which above named 
persons w'crc placed. Shri S.A. I ripalhi concedes.during 
the course of his cross examination that job pcrlormed by 
the claimant is of perennial in nature, i low ever, confidential 
documents/11 les are not placed in his hands. No regular 
employee is working in the category in which claimant is 
working. Group D employees are there, who were appointed 
in permanent capacity. 

13. Canvassing facts Shri Farrukh argued that the 
claimant has been working with the management since 1984, 
who is under an obligation to regularize his services. I le 
projects that the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (in short the 
Act) imposes an obligation on the management not to keep 
an employee as temporary or to continue him as such for 
years with an object to deprive him status and privilege of 
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permanent employee. He agitates that entry 10 to Fifth 
schedule of the Act makes such an effort of the management 
unfair labour practice”, which has been prohibited and 
made penal on the strength of Section 25-T and 25-U of the 
Act respectively. Since there is an obligation on the 
management to make an employee regular and permanent 
which obligation has not been performed qua the claimant, 
he is entitled for an ward in that regard. Shri Arif agitates 
that since no permanent post is available with the 
management,this Tribunal cannot order creation of a new 
post and then to order management to regularise services 
of the claimant. 

14. To appreciate rival submissions on the issue, it 
would be expedient to ascertain as to whether the claimant 
entered service of the management in consonance with 
recruitment rules. Award Ex. WW1/2 would throw light on 
that issue. The Tribunal details therein that the claimant 
projects to have joined services of the management on 
03-04-84 as beldar. He was being treated as muster roll 
worker. He was paid wages mush less than the minimum 
wages.revised from time to time. He was drawing wages 
@ Rs. 1200 PM, while his counter-parts, doing identical 
works and treated as regular employees,were paid salaries 
in pay scale of Rs. 750-940, with usual allowances. The 
Tribunal further details that the claimant asserted that he 
was performing job of a regular and permanent nature. The 
facts so detailed were re-affirmed by the claimant in his 
affidavit, filed as evidence. Therefore,it is evident that the 
claimant joined job as a labour on muster roll. He was treated 
as a casual employee. He nowhere asserts that he was 
engaged in consonance with recruitment rules, on a regular 
post. Recruitment of the claimant was on casual basis, for 
w'hich he was paid a fixed wages of Rs. 1200 PM. No case 
was projected that at the time of his engagement vacancies 
were advertised for public at large, he made an application 
in response to that advertisement, interviewed was held, 
and thereafter he was selected on the post of a labour. No 
case was projected that reservation policy was followed. 
Consequently it is emerging out of aw ard Ex. WW1/2 that 
engagement of the claimant was not against any regular or 
permanent post and that too in consonance with 
recruitment rules. 

15. Whether the Government can engage an 
employee for casual jobs? Answers has been provided by 
O.M. No. 49014/2/86-Estt. (C) dated 7th of June, 1988 issued 
by Department of Personnel and Training, Ministry of 
Personnel Public Grievances and Pensions, Government 
of India, New Delhi. In that office memorandum policy 
regarding engagement of casual workers was revised by 
the Government, in view of the judgment handed down by 
the Apex Court in Surender Singh’s case [1986 (I) SCC 
632). The said office memorandum projects that persons 
on daily wages should not be recruited for work of regular 
nature. Recruitment of daily wager may be made only for 
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work which is of casual or intermittent nature or for work 
which is not of full time nature, for which regular post 
cannot be created. In the matter of regularization of a casual 
worker instructions issued by Department of Personnel 
and Training would be taken into account. While 
considering such regularization, a casual worker may be 
given relaxation in upper age limit only if at the time of 
initial recruitment, he had not crossed upper age limit for 
the relevant post. The memorandum went on to provide 
that all eligible casual workers should be adjusted against 
regular post to the extent such regular posts are justified 
The rest of casual workers, whose retention is absolutely 
necessary should be paid emoluments in accordance with 
the guidelines. The remaining casual workers should be 
discharged from service.Therefore, it is evident that the 
casual workers, who had not crossed upper age limit at the 
time of his initial engagement can be absorbed in post, if a 
vacancy exists for him. When there is absolute necessity 
to retain a casual worker, for whom no regular post exists, 
he is to be paid in accordance with the guidelines contained 
in the office memorandum, while others are to be discharged 
Therfore, right of the Government to engage a casual 
worker in exigencies has been recognized by the aforsaid 
office memorandum. 

16. Whether a casual worker have a claim for 
regularization/absorption in job? Such proposition came 
up for consideration before the Apex Court in Uma Devi 
[2006 (4) S.C.C. 1), wherein claim of casual workers for 
regularization or absorption was declined. It is expedient 
to reproduce the law- laid by the Apex Court,which is 
extracted thus: 

“Thus, it is clear that adherenccs to the rule of 
equality in public employment is a basic feature of 
our Constitution and since rule of law is the core of 
our Constitution , a court would certainly he disabled 
from passing an order upholding a violation ofArticIc 
14 or in ordering the overlooking of the need to 
comply with the requirements of Articles 14 read with 
Article 16 ofthc Constitution. Thcrcforc.considcring 
a scheme for public employment, this court while 
laying down the law, has necessary' to hold that unless 
appointment is in terms of the relevant rules and 
after a proper competition amongst qualified persons, 
the same would not confer any right on the 
appointee. If it is a contractual appointment, the 
appointment comes to an end at the end of the 
contract, if it were an engagement or appointment on 
daily wages or casual basis, the same would come to 
an end when it is discontinued. Similarly, a temporary 
employee could not claim to be made permanent on 
the expiry of his term of appointment. It has also to 
be clarified that merely because a temporary employee 
or a casual wage worker is continued for a time 
beyond the term of his appointment, he would not 
be entitled to be absorbed in regular service or made 



[MFTII—3(ii)] 


Tnrre : 20 , 2010 /^Tf^F 29 ,1932 


8105 


permanent, merely on the strength of such 
continuance, if the original appointment was not made 
by following a due process of selection as envisaged 
by the relevant rules. It is not open to the court to 
prevent regular recruitment at the instance of 
temporary employees whose period of employment 
has come to an end or of ad hoc employees who by 
the very nature of their appointment, do not acquire 
any ri^it.” 

“45. While directing that appointments, temporary 
or casual, be regularized or'made permanent, the 
courts are swaged by the fact that the person 
concerned has worked for some time and in some 
cases for a considerable length of time. It is not as if 
the person who accepts an engagement either 
temporary or casual in nature, is not aware of the 
nature of his employment. He accepts the 
employment with open eyes. It may be true that he is 
not in a position to bargain-not at arm’s length-since 
he might have been searching for some employment 
so as to eke out his livelihood and accepts whatever 
he gets. But on that ground alone, it would not be 
appropriate to jettison the constitutional scheme of 
appointment and to take the view that a person who 
has temporary or casually got employed should be 
directed to be continued permanently. By doing so, 
it will be creating another mode of public appointment 
which is not permissible. If the court were to void a 
contractual employment of this nature on the ground 
that the parties were not having equal bargaining 
power, that too would not enable the court to grant 
any relief to that employee. A total embargo on such 
casual or temporary employment is not possible, 
given the exigencies of administration and if imposed, 
would only mean that some people who at least get 
employment temporarily, contractually or casually, 
would not be getting even that employment when 
securing of such employment brings at least some 
succor to them. After all, innumerable citizens of our 
vast country are in search of employment and one is 
not compelled to accept a casual or temporary 
employment if one is not inclined to go in for such an 
employment. It is in that context that one has to 
proceed on the basis that the employment was 
accepted fully knowing the nature of it and the 
consequences flowing from it.ln other words,even 
while accepting the employment, the person 
concerned knows the nature of his employment. It is 
not an appointment to a post in the real sense of the 
term. The claim acquired by him in the post which he 
is temporarily employed or the interest in that post 
cannot be considered to be of such a magnitude as 
to enable the giving up of the procedure established, 
for making regular appointments to available posts 
in the services of the State. The argument that since 
one has been working for some time in the post, it 
will not be just to discontinue him,even though he 


was aware of the nature of the employment when he 
first took it up, is not (sic) one that would enable the 
jettisoning of the precedure established by law for 
public employment and would have to fall when 
tested on the touchstone of constitutionality and 
equility of opportunity enshrined in Article 14 of the 
Constitution.” 

17. In P. Chandra Shekhara Rao and Others [2006 (7) 
SCC 488] the Apex Court referred Uma Devi’s Case (Supra) 
with approval. It also relied the decision in a Uma Rani 
[2004 (7) SCC 112] and ruled that no regularization is 
permissible in exercise of statutory powers conferred in 
Article 162 of the Constitution, if the appointment have 
been made in contravention of the statutory rules. In 
Somveer Singh [2006 (5) SCC 493] the Apex Court ruled 
that appointment made without following due procedure 
cannot be regularized- In Indian Drugs & Pharmaceuticals 
Ltd. [2007 (I) SCC 408] the Apex Court reiterated the law 
and announced that the rules of recruitment can not be 
relaxed and court can not direct regu lari sat ion of temporary 
employees dehors the rules, nor can it direct continuation 
of service of a temporary employee (whether called a casual, 
ad-hoc or daily reted employee) or payment of regular 
salaries to them. 

18. The Apex Court had to consider those very 
propositioning in DayaNand and Others [2008 (10) S.C.C. 

1 ] wherein the above proposition was reaffirmed. The court 
rules as follows: 

“68 The above noted judgments and orders 
encouraged the political set-up and bureaucracy to 
violate the soul of Aritclcs 14 and 16 as also the 
provisions contained in the Hmploymcnt exchanger 
(Compulsory Notification of Vacancies) Act, 1959 
with impunity and the spoils system which prevailed 
in the United States of America in the sixteenth and 
seventeenth centuries got a firm foothold in this 
country. Thousands of persons were employed 
engaged throughout the length and breadth of the 
country by backdoor methods. Those who could 
pull strings in the power corridors at the higher and 
lower levels managed to get the cake of public 
employment by trampling over the rights of other 
eligible and more meritorious persons registered with 
the employment exchanges. A huge illegal 
employment market developed in dillerenl parts o! 
the country and rampant corruption afflicted the 
whole system. This was recognized by the Court in 
Delhi Development Horticulture-employees’ Union 
v. Delhi Admn. in the following words (SCCpp. IH- 
12, page 23). 

“23. Apart from the fact that the petitioners cannot 
be directed to be regularized for the reasons given 
above, we may take note oi the permieions 
consequences to which the direction lor 
regularization of workman on the only ground that 
they have put in work for 240 or more days, has been 
leading. Although there is an employment exchange 
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Act which requires recruitment on the basis of 
registration in the Employment Exchange, it has 
become a common practice to ignore the Employment 
Exchange and the persons registered in the 
Employment Exchanges, and to employ and get 
employed directly those who are either not registered 
with the Employment Exchange or who though 
registered are lower in the long waiting list in the 
employment register. The courts can take judicial 
notice of the fact that such employment is sought 
and given directly for various illegal considerations 
including money. The employment is given first for 
temporary periods with technical breaks to 
circumvent the relevant rules, and is continued for 
240 or more days with a view to give the benefit of 
regularization knowing the judicial trend that those 
who have completed 240 or more days are directed 
to be automatically regularized. A good deal of illegal 
employment market has developed resulting in a new 
source of corruption and frustration of those who 
are waiting at the Employment Exchanges for years. 
Not all those who gain such backdoor entry in the 
employment are in need of the particular jobs. Though 
already employed elsewhere, they join jobs for better 
and secured prospects. That is why most of the cases 
which come to the courts are of employment in 
government departments, public undertakings or 
agencies. Ultimately it is the people who bear the 
heavy burden of the surplus labour The other equally 
injurious effect of indiscriminate regularisation has 
been that many of the agencies have stopped 
undertaking casual or temporary works though they 
are urgent and essential for fear that if those who are 
employed on such works are required to be continued 
for 240 or more days they have to be absorbed as 
regular employees although the works are time- 
bound and there is no need of the workman beyond 
the completion of the works undertaken. The public 
interests are thus jeopardized on both courts.” 

19. In subsequent sections of the judgment, the court 
declined the request for absorption of casual employees. It 
ruled thus. 

"116. In our opinion, any direction by the court for 
absorption of all company-paid staff would be 
detrimental to public interest in more than one ways. 
Firstly, it will compel the Government to abandon the 
policy decision of reducing the direct recruitment to 
various services. Secondly, this will be virtual 
abrogation of the statutory rules which envisage 
appointment to different cadres by direct recruitment.” 

20. At the cost of repetition, it is said that the 
claimant was engaged on casual basis as a labour. Rules of 
recruitment were not followed. Procedure established for 
making regular appointment was not adhered to when 
claimant was engaged on casual basis. It has also not been 
shown that the claimant has not crossed upper-age limit at 
the time when he was initially engaged on casual basis. 


Therefore, absorption of the claimant would amount to 
degradation of established procedure for making regular 
appointment to available posts. Under these circumstances. 

I do not find it to be a case where the management should 
be commanded to absorb the claimant on the post on which 
he is working since long.” 

2!. Shri Earrukh projects that the Apex Court had no 
occasion to consider provisions of the Act. in the 
precedents referred above, lie agitates that tins 1 nbuna! 
exercises a larger jurisdiction in the maiiu of industrial 
adjudication tnan the constitutional courts According to 
him, this Tribunal should command the management to 
absorb the claimant on the post, so that unfair labour 
practice adopted by the former may discontinue. Admittedly 
employing a workman as badli. casual or temporay and to 
continue him as such for years, with the object of depriving 
him of the status and privilege of permanent workman 
amounts to unfair labour practice. To term act of the 
management as an unfair labour practice, following 
ingredients arc to be satisfied : 

(1) to employ a workman as bad I i. casual, or tempo! ar>. 
and 

(2) to continue him as such for years. 

(3) such continuance, should be with an object of 

depriving him the status and privilege of 
permanent workman. 

22. Whether continuance of the claimant as casual 
employee for years is with an object of depriving him status 
and privilege of a permanent workman Foi an answer it 
is incombcnt upon the claimant to show that thete were 
vacancies available with the management and despite 
availability of vacancies he has been continued as such 
for years and that too with a view to deprive him status 
and privilege of a permanent employee. Unfortunate!} the 
claimant failed to discharge onus resting on him. A leeble 
attempt was made on his behalf to show that one post of 
farash and three post of security gurards are lying vacant 
with the management Neither the claimant works as a farash 
nor as a security guard. A farash performs duties of 
sweeping and analogous menial jobs, while a security guard 
performs watch and ward duties. A casual labour performs 
sundry casual jobs. Therefore, it cannot he said that a post 
of casual labour is lying vacant with the management and 
with a view to deprive the claimant status and privilege 
of a permanent employee, he has been continued as an 
casual employee for years together. Consequently the 
claimant has not been able to establish that an unfair labour 
practice was being adopted and the management was under 
an obligation to purge the mischief. Therefore, on tacts 
claimant has not been able to substantiate a case to argue 
that unfair labour practice was being committed by the 
management. 

23. Undoubtedly this Tribunal t>as pnwci to 
adjudicate industrial dispute and in that pioeess ii has a 
right to consider whether a workman was employed as 
badli, casual or temporaly and continued as such f i years 
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with a view' to deprive him status and privilege of a 
permanent workman. While adjudicating so, this Tribunal 
may command the management to stop unfair labour 
practice and accord status and privilege of a permanent 
employee to the workman who was engaged as badli, casual 
or temporary and contiuned as such for years together. 
While making such an adjudication, the Tribunal cannot 
be oblivious to the proposition that engagement of such 
an employe was in consonance with the recruitment rules 
or violative of the policy of recruitment in Government job. 

It has also to take into account as to whether the casual 
workman was satisfying legitimate criteria for recruitment 
to the post when he was initially engaged for it. In case 
workman does not come up to the expectation provided in 
the recruitment rules and entered in the job through back¬ 
door in that situation this Tribunal may refuse to accord 
status and privilege of permanent employee to such a 
workman. Therefore, contention advanced by Shri Farrukh 
that this Tribunal had adjudicatory' powers under the Act 
would not put the claimant to a better padestal than one 
where he is placed. Industrial adjudicator would not give a 
go by to the policy of recruitment of government job to 
answer a dispute in favour of a claimant who is beneficiary 
of fraudulent system of employment or a back-door 
appointee. An industrial adjudicator will not compel the 
public authorities to act in violations of provisions ot 
constitution, other statutes and recruitment rules formulated 
under Article 309 of the Constitution. Therefore, it is 
concluded that contention advanced by Shri Farrukh would 
not bring any accolade for the claimant. 

24. There is other fact of coin. The claimant has not 
been able to show that a vacancy was in existence with the 
management for regularization of his service. When there 
does not exist a post, against which the claimant can be 
regularized/absorbed, this Tribunal would not enter into 
an exercise of commanding the Government to create a 
post for him. Creation of post involves tinancial implication. 
It is the administrative function of the Government to create 
a post and Courts/Tribunal are to exercise restraints in 
commanding the Government for creation of a post, to 
absorb a casual employee against it. Even otherwise tor 
commanding the Government for creation of a post, the 
Tribunal had to consider long duration of work, extent to 
which it is available, number of permanent workman 
employed to discharge such jobs, financial viability of the 
institution in which the post is to be created and expediency 
of creation of such a post. None of these factors exist in 
the controversy under reference. Therefore, this Tribunal 
cannot proceed to command the uovemment to create a 
post for absorption of the claimant against it. All these 
circumstances make it clear that the demand raised by the 
union for regularization of the services of the claimant w.e.f. 
03-04-84 is neither legal nor justified. 

25. Though demand of the union for regularization 
of the service of the claimant is found not to be justified, 
vet there are certain factors which persuade me not to leave 


the matter at this juncture. Reasons lor the same are 
traceable in office memorandum No. 49014 2 86-Iistt (C ) 
dated 7th June, 1988, It has been provided therein that 
when nature of work entrusted to casual workers and 
regular employees is the same, the casual workers may be 
paid @ 180th of the pay at the minumum of the relevant 
pay scale plus D.A. for the work of 8 hours day. Shri S. A. 
Tripathi concedes that job performed by the workman is o! 
perennial in nature. Confidential documents tiles aic not 
placed in his hand. Except that he is performing all functions, 
performed and entrused to a regular employee. 1 hereloie, 
it is evident that the claimant performs jobs, which are 
performed by rcugular employee o! his cotcgory. 1 he 
claimant swears m his aitidavit that he is being paid lessen 
remuneration than regular employees of his category. 
Therefore, the Tribunal had to embark upon social and 
economic justice to reach ultimate decision ot industrial 
adjudication. 

26. Social justice is not based on contractual 
relations and not to be enforced on priciples of contract ot 
service. It is something outside these piinciples and is 
invoked to do justice without a contract to back it. 
commanded the Apex Court in Rashtrya Mazdoor Sangh 
[ 1960 (II) L.l J. 263J. In Ahmedabad Mfg. and Calico Printing 
Co. Ltd. [1972 (II) I IJ 165J Justice Dua speaking for the 
Supreme Court, observed: 

“This concept of social justice has a comprehensive 
sweep and it is neither pedantic nor one-sided but is 
founded on socio-economic equality. It demands a 
realistic and pragmatic approach lor resolving the 
controversy between capital and laboui by weighing 
it on an even scale with the consciousness that 
industrial operations in modern times have become 
complex and complicated and for the elhcicnt and 
successful functioning of an industry various 
amenities for those working in it aic demand as 
essential for a peaceful and healthy atmosphere . 

27. An industrial adjudicator cannot and should not 
ignore claims of social justice. It has to resolve con 1 ilicting 
claims of employer and employees by finding not one sided 
but a fair and just solution. Reference can be made to the 
precedent in Indian Oxygen Ltd. 11969 (1)1.L.l 235). 
Therefore, with a view to do social justice this 1 ribunal has 
to command the management to grant wages to the c laimunl 
in pursuance of the aforsaid office memorandum. 11 is wages 
should be at the rate of 1 /30th of the pay at the minimum ol 
the relevant pay scale plus dearness allowance, applicable 
to a regular employee of his category- for 8 hours a day, 
since the date of his reinstatement in service in pursuance 
of the award Ex..WWl/2.1 lisdiflerencc ol wages shall be 
paid within a period of three months from the dale when 
the award becomes operative. An award is accoidingly 
passed. 

R. K. YADAV, Presiding Officer 

Dated: 30-9-2010 
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New Delhi, the 27th October, 2010 

S.O, 2907,— (n pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No.280/ 
2K5)of the Central Government Industrial Tribunai-cum- 
I .abour Court, No. 1, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure, 
in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of BBMB and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 2 7-10-2010. 

[No. L-23012/14/1994-1R(C-II)] 
D.S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

INTHECENTRALGOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNALrCUM-LABOURCOURT-II,CHANDIGARH 

Present: Sri A.K. Rastogi, Presiding Officer 
Case No, l.D. 280/2K5 
Registered on 26-06-1995 

President Bhakra Nangal Mazdoor Sangh Nangal Township 
District Ropar (Punjab) ., .Applicant 

Versus 

The Chairman Bhakra Beas Management Board, Sector 
19, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh . . .Respondent 


Chargcman/Asstt. Foreman in regular cadre in civil. 

wing is legal and justified? If not, what relief the 

concern workman are entitled and from what date?" 

Bhakra Nangal Mazdoor Sangh (hereinafter called 
as Mazdoor Sangh) has raised an industrial dispute stating 
that Bhakra Beas Management Board (in short B.B.M.D.) 
has three categories of chargc-mcn viz. 1 Work charge 
Charge-man; 2 Regular Charge-man and 3 Charge-man. The 
Charge-men of Electrical, Mechanical and Civil Wings are 
to be treated at par and they were enjoying the same Pay 
scales, but the management of Bhakra Beas Management 
Board arbitarily and without any reason aecorded better 
pay scales to the charge-men in Electrical and Mechanical 
trades by ignoring the chargc-mcn employed in Civil wing 
and Irrigation wing vide letter No. 469/R&R/130/86/CM/R- 
4 dated 23-06-92. The management has no justification to 
ignore the charge-men employed in the civil and irrigation 
wing. The Mazdoor Sangh has claimed pay scales of 
Rs. 1800-3200 with effect from 1-1-1986 to all the charge- 
men and also a designation of Foreman to them. 

The claim was contested by the management In reply 
it was stated that there are different sets of service rules 
and conditions for work-charge and regular employees of 
BBMB. The work-charge staff employees are covered by 
the BBMB Certified Standing Orders, whereas the regular 
employees are covered by Punjab CSR and BBMB service 
regulations. The BBMB has revised pay scales on the 
pattern ofP.S.E.B. with effect from 1-1-1986 in the irrigation 
wing for 8 categories of employees mentioned in the replv 
According to the P.S.H.B. Circular adopted by the BBMB 
all the posts of chargc-mcn/Assisiant foreman 
(Mechanical/Electrical) existing in Powerhouse and Grid 
Stations except posts of chargc-mcn/Assistant f oremen 
for the Civil work of Power w ing have been re-designated 
as Foreman. This circular is not applicable to the employees 
working in the Irrigation wing. The benefit to work-charge 
employees cannot be given at par with the regular 
employees. 


APPEARANCES 

For the workman Shri R.K.S. Parmar, AR. 

For the management Law Officer of BBMB 

AWARD 

Passed on 08 October, 2010 

Central Goverment vide notification No.L-23012/14/ 
94-1R-C-I1 dated 19-06-95, by exercising its powers under 
section 10 sub-section (I) Clause (d) and sub-section 2(A) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 has referred the 
following Industrial Disputes for adjudication to this 
Tribunal: — 

“Whether the action of the managment of Bhakra 
Beas Management Board, Nangal Township not to 
give the same scales of pay and designation to 


It will be seen that in the claim statement the Mazdoor 
Sangh has claimed the same pay scales for all the charge- 
men whether employed in civil or any other trades and also 
the designation of Foreman for them. Hut the reference has 
been made about the charge-mcn/Assistant Foreman in 
regular cadre in civil wing only. The case of other categories 
of charge-men and employed in other sings are out of the 
purview of the reference. The Tribunal has to address itself 
to the following points only : 

(i) Whether the action of the managment of BBMB 
Nangal Township not to give the same scale of pay 
and designation to charge-men/Assisiant Foremen 
in regular cadre in Civil Wing is legal and justified? 

(ii) To what relief the concerned workmen arc cm it led 
and from what date? 
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On behalf of Mazdoor Sangh affidavits of Manoj 
Kumar Bhalla and Kashmiri Lai have been tendered. While 
on behalf of managment M.K. Dhir, Director Dam Safety, 
BBMB has tendered his affidavit. I have heard the AR and 
the Law Officer of the management and have gone through 
the material on record. My findings are as follows:— 

Point No. 1 

The Mazdoor Sangh’s witness Manoj Kumar Bhalla 
had joined the BBMB as charge-man Grade-11 and is 
presently working as Foreman in Mechanical trade. The 
other witness Kashmiri Lai had joined the BBMB as charge- 
men Special Grade II. He is a retired employee and he was 
working in Electrical Trade. Both the witnesses have 
deposed that in all the pay Scales there is no difference in 
the pay scale of Charge-men holding the post of Civil work 
or Electrical or Mechanical work but the BBMB arbitarily 
ignored the charge-men employed on the civil work and 
allowed the pay scale of Rs. 1800-3200 w e.f. 1-1-1986 to the 
charge-men employed in Mechanical and Electrical side 
and charge-men in all the three categories had been 
enjoying the same pay scales from the very inception of 
the BBMB. 

The Management witness M.K. Dheer in his affidavit 
however, has stated that according to P.S.E.B. Circular 
adopted by the BBMB all the posts of Charge-man/AFM 
(Mechanical and Electrical) existing in Powerhouses and 
its Substations except those of civil work were redesignated 
as Foreman. It is also significant that he has stated in his 
affidavit that the risk factor while discharging the duties in 
Powerhouses and Grid Sub Stations is much more as 
compared to civil work. In this regard it is also imporatant 
to mention that workman’s witness Manoj Kumar during 
cross-examination has admitted that the workmen working 
in the electrical, civil and mechanical wings have different 
natures of jobs and also that the working conditions of 
temorary and regular employees are different. 

In the claim statement it has been stated that all the 
three categories of Charge-man were getting the same Pay 
scale earlier but there is no evidene to show that at any 
point of time the three categories of the Charge-man were 
getting the same pay scale. In the claim statement, there is 
a reference of Circular letter No. 2455-59/B-28/14/28 dated 
22-02-74 but that has not been brought on record. Another 
document referred in the Claim statement is the Office Order 
No. 469/R& R/l 30/86(11 )/CM/R/R-4 dated 23-06-92 which 
has been filed by the managment. It is paper no. 50 of the 
record. Through this order the Charge-man/Assistant 
Foreman of Mechanical/Electrical wing in the Powerhouses 
and Grid Services Stations have been re-designated as 
Foreman. Charge-man and Assistant Foreman sanctioned 
for the civil work of Power wing have been excepted. 
Another letter referred in the claim statement is letter No. 
18117/18212/PD/l 30/86/R-4 dated 24-05-89 is paper No. 73 
on the record and it is on the subject of revision of pay 


scales of PSEB and adoption thereof for the employees 
working in the BBMB. 

The question is that whether the action of the 
management in not giving the same scale of pay to 
charge-man/Assistant Foreman in regular cadre in civil 
wing as was made available to charge-men of electrical 
and mechanical wing can be held illegal and unjustified 
by this Tribunal? In this regard case law cited by the 
Law Officer of the management is important. In Slate of 
Haryana & Others Vs Charanjit Singh & Others 2005 
LAB. I.C. 4322 the Hon’ble Supreme Court held that the 
doctrine of equal pay for equal work is not an abstract 
doctrine and is capable of being enforced in a court of 
law. But equal pay must be for equal work of equal value. 
The prinicple of equal pay for equal work has no 
mechanical application in every case. The I lon'blc court 
further held that a mere nomenclature designating a 
person as say a carpenter or a craftsman is not enough 
to come to the conclusion that he is doing the same 
work as another carpenter or craftsman in regular service. 
The quality of work which is produced may be different 
and even the nature of work assigned may be different. 
It is not just a comparison of physical activity. The 
application ofthe principle of‘equal pay for equal work* 
requires consideration of various dimensions of a given 
job. The accuracy required and the dexterity that the job 
may entail may differ from job to job. It cannot be judged 
by the mere volume of work. There may be qualitative 
difference as regards reliability and responsibility. 
Functions may be the same but the responsibilities made 
a different. Thus, normally the applicability of this 
principle must be left to be evaluated and determined by 
the expert body. It was also held in this case that in any 
event the party who claims equal pay for equal work has 
to make necessary averments and prove that all things 
are equal. Thus, before any directions can be issued by 
a court, the court must first see that there are necessary 
averments and there is a proof. 

Here in the case the Mazdoor Sangh has neither 
averred nor proved that with regard to all the three 
categories of Charge-man all the things are equal and further 
that at any point of time they were getting the same pay 
scales, The Hon’ble Supreme Court has held in the above 
case that normally the applicability ofthe principle for 'equal 
pay for equal work’ must be left to and determined by an 
expert body. The BBMB is an expert body to evaluate and 
determine the pay scales to be given to the various 
categories of workman. There is no ground for holding the 
decision of the management in denying equal pay to the 
Charge-man/Assistant Foreman in civil wing as illegal and 
unjustified in view of the admission of claimants’ witness 
Manoj Kumar that workmen working in the electrical, civil 
and mechanical wings have different nature of jobs and 
the statement of managment witness M.K. Dhir is that the 
risk factor while discharging the duties in Power House 
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and Grid Sub-stations is much more as compared to civil 
work. 

The similar position is with regard to the designation, 
for designation of Foreman also it must have been averred 
and proved that functions and responsibilities of the 
Charge-man in civil wing are the same as are of the Charge- 
man of mechanical and electrical wing who have been re¬ 
designated as Foreman, In absence thereof, the action of 
the management cannot be questioned. 

On the basis of the above going discussions, it is 
held that in the present case, the action of the management 
of BBMB in not giving the same scale of pay and 
designation to Charge-man/Assistant Foreman in regular 
cadre in civil wing is not illegal and unjustified. Point no. 1 
is decided against the Mazdoor Sangh. 

Point No. 2 

From what has been held above, it is clear that the 
Mazdoor Sangh or the concerned workmen are not entitled 
to any relief. Referene is answered against the Mazdoor 
Sangh. Fet two copies of award after due compliance be 
sent to the Central Government for further necessary action. 

ASHOK KUMAR RASTOG1, Presiding Officer 
M 27 3TTJ5R, 2010 

W.3JT. 2908.-arfNfWT, 1947 (1947 
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A. 1, rfJjjpis Tfaz (*M TRsT 969/2K 5) 

t, trttc 21- 10-2010 ^ w* $ 3 n ^ 1 

[U ^-23012/5/1996-3^ STRCat-II)] 

New Delhi, the 27th October, 2010 

S.O. 2908. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 969/ 
2K5) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
1 .abour Court, No. 1, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure, 
in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of BBMB and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 27-10-2010. 

1 No. L-23012/5/1996-IR (C-11)] 
D.S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAl.rCUM-LABOUR COURT II, 
CHANDIGARH 

Present: Sri A.K. Rastogi, Presiding Officer 
Case No. I.D. 969/2K5 
Registered on 12-08-1997 


[Part 11 Sir. 3(ii)j 


Shri Gulzar Singh S/o Sh. Gokal Chand. (Vo R.K. Singh 
Parmar, Secretary', Punjab IN fUC, 35-G, Nangal Township. 
District Ropar (Punjab). ...Applicant 

Versus 

The Resident Engineer, Ganguw'al, Kotia Power 1 louse 
Division, BBMB Ganguwal District Ropar (Punjab) 

...Respondent 

APPEARANCES: 

For the workman Shri R.K.S. Parmar, AR. 

For the management Law Officer of BBMB 

AWARD 

Passed on 12 Oct,, 2010 

The Central Goverment vide notification No. 1 .-23012 
5/96-IR(C-l I) dated 24-07-97, by exercising its powers under 
Section 10 sub-section (I) Clause (d) and sub-section 2( A) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 hereinafter referred to 
as Act has referred the following Industrial Disputes for 
adjudication to this Tribunal;- 

“Whether the action of the management of BBMB. 
in not reemploying the retrenched workman Sh. Gu!/.ar 
Singh (who was retrenched in 1980), 1993 when fresh 
recruitments were made in the establishment is legal 
and justified? It not, to what relief the workman 
entitled and from which date?" 

The dispute raised in the claim statement about the 
termination of the services without paying the retrenchment 
compensation and without notice and also the retention o! 
the juniors like Sohan Singh S/o Mast Ram to workman m 
service is not a subject matter of the reference. I lie 
pleadings of the parties with regard to these pleas are 
therefore, not relevant lor the purpose of reference. For the 
purpose of the reference only this much of the claim 
statement is relevant that the workman was retrenched w.e.fi 
3-4-1980 and after the termination of the workman, the 
management had been recruiting workmen on daily wages 
and work-charge basis in his category and also on regular 
basis but the workman was not given a chance tor 
employment as per provisions of Section 2511 of the Act 
and the management had recruited about I 200 fresh hands 
in August 1993. He has claimed his reinstatement 
reemployment from the date of his termination. 

In its reply the management lias admitted the 
retrenchement of the workman on 3-4-1980. With regard to 
the employment of fresh hands it has been stated that only 
the B.C.B. (Bhakra Construction Board) retrenchees were 
employed in August 1993 in the BBMB as per orders 
instructions of Additional Secretary, BBMB. Chandigarh 
that the services of work-charged and contingent paid 
employee ofthe BCB will be taken in BBMB in the same 
capacity of work-charged establishment contingent paid 
as fresh appointees. It was categorically denied that any 
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fresh hand was recruited in BBMB during that period. It 
was also stated that since the workman was an employee 
of the BBMB and not of the BCB, so he could not be 
considered at par with the retrenchees of BCB. 

From the pleadings of the parties and for the purpose 
of deciding the question under reference, the following 
points arise for considcration:- 

(i) Whether any fresh recruitment was made by the 
management after the termination of the workman 
in August 1993? 

(ii) Whether the action of the management of BBMB 
in not reemploying the workman in August 1993 is 
legal and justified? 

(iii) To what relief is the workman entitled and from 
which date? In support of his claim the workman 
has tendered his affidavit, while on behalf of 
management Engineer, J.D., Sharma has tendered 
his affidavit. I have considered the material 
available on record and have heard the AR of the 
workman and the Law Officer of the management. 
My findings on the above mentioned points are as 
follows:— 

Point No. 1 

The workman in his affidavit has reiterated that the 
management had been recruiting workman on daily wages 
and on work-charge basis in his category and also on 
regular basis after his termination and about 1200 workmen 
w ere recruited as fresh hands in August 1993. The workman 
has not given the specific instances of the recruitment of 
the workmen on daily wages, work-charge and regular 
basis. In the absence of any specific instance the statement 
of the management witness in his affidavit that no fresh 
employee w'as engaged is acceptable. Management witness 
in his cross-examination however, has admitted that the 
management had engaged the retrenchees’ workman ot 
BC B in terms of the order of the Central Government. The 
copy of the order is available on record. It is Ex. MW- 1/6, 
Memo No. 25158-59/R & R/l I08/88/A/BCB/R-1 dated 
03-08-1993 on the subject of absorption ofretrenchees work- 
charge and contingent paid employees of BCB in BBMB is 
its enclosure. It is clear from the enclosure that the BBMB 
decided that the surplus work-charge and contingent paid 
employees of BCB will be taken in BBMB in the same 
capacity of work-charge establishment/contingent paid as 
fresh appointees on initial pay after their retrenchment from 
BCB. A list of retrenchees’ work-charge and contingent 
paid employees of BCB was sent along with the memo for 
issuing them offer of appointment. The Memo also provided 
that the post of work-cahrge employee may be deemed to 
have been created to the extent as given in the enclosed 
list. The Memo aslo says that to avoid any additional 
financial burden on BBMB consequent upon the placement 
of the services of the surplus work-charge employees the 


existing vacancies and resultant vacancies in future in the 
sanctioned strength of regular staff under normal and 
special should not be filled up. From the management 
evidence, it is clear that the said about 1200 workmen were 
not the fresh recruits, but they were the retrenchees ol the 
BCB and had been employed in BBMB. With regard to 
them it cannot be said that management made an\ fresh 
recruitment. The management witness in his cross- 
examination has very categorical!) stated that alter 
3-04-1980 the management did not recruit any workman in 
the category' in which the claimant-workman had worked. 
It is, therefore, held that the management did not make am 
fresh recruitment in August 1993. Point No. I is decided in 
favour of the management. 

Point No, 2 

The management's case is that since the claimant- 
workman was not a retrenchee ol the BCB hence, he could 
not be considered for reemployment. Management \\ itness 
during his cross-examination has also stated that since 
there was no work available therefore, the claimant-workman 
was not given option of work after his termination. No 
evidence was led by the claimant-workman to rebut this 
position. Hence, management cannot be held liable for re¬ 
employing the claimant-workman. Point No.2 is answered 
against the workman. 

Point No. 3 

From the above going discussions it is clear that the 
management in fact did not make any fresh recruitment in 
1993. It simply absorbed the retrenchees of BCB and further 
the action of the management of BBMB in not rcemploying 
the claimant-workman in 1993 is legal and justified. 
Workman is not entitled to any relief. Reference is therefore, 
answered against the workman. Let two copies ol award 
after due compliance be sent to the Centra! Government for 
further necessary' action. 

ASHOK KUMAR RASTOGI, Presiding Officer 

27 2010 

’aFT.OT. 2909.—3fryjf'l'T SrfVfa-MH. 1947 (1947 

14) UTO 17 ^ ^#7 TTC3TR fanci 
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arfKROTSP} ’SJFTTeBT ^ 1 8/2003 ) 

t, tjfl W\ 27-10-2010 ^1 

^33T I 

[Tf. tt^-29012/88/2002-3TI? \ 

New Delhi, the 27th October, 2010 

S.O. 2909. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Kcl No. 18 
2003) of the Central Government Industrial I rihunal-eum- 
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Labour Court, Bangalore now as shown in theAnTtexure, in 
the Industrial dispute between the employees in relation to 
the management of Mysore Minerals Limited and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 27-10-2010. 

[ No. L-29012/88/2002-1R (M)] 
D, S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT 

“SHRAM SADAN” 

ill MAIN,II!CROSS, II PHASE,TUMKURROAD, 
YESHWANTHPUR. BANG LORE-560022 

Dated : 15th September 2010 

Present: Shri S.N, Navalgund, Presiding Officer 

C.R. No. 18/2003 

I Party II Party 

Shri Ramegowda The Managing Director, 

S/o Late Muthegowda Mysore Minerals Limited 

C/o Shri Kodandaram, No. 39, M.G. Road, 

No. 6/2 B, Yellappa Street, Banglore- 560001 
Chikkamavalli, 

Banglore- 560004 

AWARD 

1. The Central Government by exercising the powers 
conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub section 
10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) has 
referred this dispute vide order No. L-29012/88/2002 dated 
01 -04-2003 for adjudication on the following Schedule : 

SCHEDULE 

"Whether the action of the managment of Mysore 

Minerals Ltd. in dismissing Shri Ramegowda w.e.f. 

21st August 1998 is justified? If not, to what relief 

the workman is entitled?” 

2. Pursuant to the notices issued by this tribunal, the 
first party and the second party entered their appearances 
through their respective advocates and filed claim statement 
and counter statement respectively, 

3. The first party in his claim statement asserted that 
he was appointed as a casual Labourer by the second Party 
in the year 1988 and thereafter his services came to be 
confirmed as a Mazdoor and while he was working at 
Puradoddi Granite Quarry of the second party, on account 
of ill helath w.e.f. 18-04-1998 he could not report for duty 
and submitting an application for leave on medical ground 
on 18-04-1998, he left to his village Yedamaranahalli in 
Kanakapura Taluk since there was no one to look after him 
at the place of work and started taking there treatment as 
outpatient from general hospital at Kanakapura and that 


he was suffering from fever and severe pain in the abdomen 
and immediately after recovery from ill health when he went 
to report for duty during first week of September 1998 u ith 
medical fitness certificate, to his surprise he was served 
with order of dismissal dated 21-08-1998. It is further 
asserted that he had not intentionally or deliberate!) 
absented from duties and that he had got sufficient leave 
to his credit and the Second Party without issuing any 
charge sheet or holding any enquiry passed the impugned 
order of dismissal dated 2 ! -08- i 998 and he was unaware of 
framing any charge sheet or holding departmental enquiry 
for his unauthorized absence, since lie has not been served 
with any charge sheet or notice of enquiry as such the 
impugned order of dismissal is unjust, illegal and contrary 
to law and not sustainable in the eye of law. 1 le has further 
asserted that he had put in more than 10 years continuous 
and unblemished service as such the punishment of 
dismissal is loo severe and disproportionate to the alleged 
gravity ofthc misconduct of remaining unauthorized absent. 
Hence this tribunal by exercising the powers conferred 
under section l lAofthe 1D Act grant an appropriate relicl to 
him. He has further asserted though he was served with 
dismissal order dated 21-08-1998 during the first week of 
September 1998 when he went to rcpoii for duty due to 
financial difficulties and other reasons though he had a veiy 
good on merits could not challenge the same before tIm¬ 
proper forum for a peiod of four years and in the year 2002 he 
initiated conciliation proceedings which ended in failure 
resulting in this reference. Thus he claimed to set aside his 
dismissal order and to direct the second party to reinstate 
him with further direction to give continuity of service and 
all other consequential benefits with back wages. 

4. The I , aw Officer of the Second party who filed the 
Counter Statement on 20-12-2003 contended that the first 
party was appointed as a Mazdoor on 01-01-1988 and w hile 
he was discharging his duties at Puradoddi (iranile Quarry 
on 18-04-1998 submitted one day leave application on the 
ground of sickness and even thereafter he did not turn up 
and remained unauthoriscdly absent as such a memo was 
sent to him on 09-05-1998 directing him to report for duty 
and as he did not respond to the said memo, two more 
memos were sent to him on 19-05-1988 and 04-06-1998 
directing to report for duty and to furnish explanation lor 
remaining unauthorized absent and as he did not report 
inspite of those three memos, on 30-06-1998 an order was 
passed to hold the Domestic Enquiry appointing 
Shri B.Krishnappa, Sr. Manager (P) as Enquiry Officer and 
as the first party inspitc of issue of notice by the Enquiry 
Officer to appear before him to face the enquiry did not 
attend, the enquiry officer palccd him cx-paile submitted 
his report holding him guilty of the charges of long 
unauthorized absence. He further contended the third memo 
and the enquiry notice were sent to the first party through 
RPAD and same were returned back with the postal 
endorsement that the 'addressee is not in station' as such 
a final notice was published in the local newspaper on 
22-07-1998 and the first party did not repond to that 
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publication as well. Therefore, as per the standing orders 
of the company the first party was dismissed from service 
w.e.f. 18-04-1998, the date from which he remained 
unauthorisedly absent. It is further contended that the first 
party having raised the dispute after a lapse of four years 
from the date of his dismissal order on that count also he is 
not entitle for any relief, Thus he has justified and 
supported the action of the management dismissing the 
first party from service for his unauthorized absence, 

5. Having regard to the assertion of the first party 
that he was not served with the charge sheet or any enquiry 
notice formulating a Preliminary issue as to whether the DE 
conducted against the first party by the second party is 
fair and proper? after receiving the evidence of an Assistant 
Manager by name Mr. Govindappa K.V. as MW1 for the 
management and marking carbon copy of memo purported 
to have been issued by the Manager, Purdodi Granite 
Quarry dated 09-05-1998 to the first part)' to report to duty; 
carbon copy of the second memo purpoted to have been 
issued to the first party dated 19-5-1998 to report for duty 
on or before 02-06-1998 with his explanation for remaining 
absent ; Carbon copy of the memo purpoted to have been 
issued to the first party on 04-06-1998 directing him to 
report for duty on or before 18-06-1998 with his explanation 
for absenteesim; undelivered registered post addressed to 
the first party to his village address returned with the shara 
that "he is not residing there and it is learnt that he is 
residing at Kanakapura’; undelivered registered post 
addressed to the first party to his village address returned 
with a shara that ‘he was not available in the village for 
service"; Baluseemc, Kannada Evening Daily published 
from Chennapatanam dated 22-07-1998 wherein, the 
publication regarding absenteeism of 3 workers including 
the first party- and notice of enquiry dale being 30-06-1998 
regarding first parly has been published; the letter of 
intimation by the enquiry officer on 30-6-1998 the first party/ 
charge sheeted employee having not appeared before him 
to face enquiry; the letter addressed by the Manager, 
Purdoddi Granite Quarry dated 10-8-1998 to the Chief 
Administrative Officer of head office of the Second Party 
management regarding details of the absenteeism of the 
first party and two others workers; order dated 21 -08-1998 
dismissing the first party from serviec w.e.f. 18-04-1998 for 
his unauthroized absence as Ex. Mi to M8 respectively 
also recorded the evidence of first party as WW1 and after 
hearing the arguments addressed by the learned advocates 
appearing for both the parties by order dated 09-04-2007 
answered the preliminary issue in the negative holding 
that the Domestic Enquiry conducted against the first party 
by the second party as not fair and proper and called upon 
both the parties to lead evidence on merits Thereafter on 
behalf of the second party management affidavit of one 
i;.K. Anund Kumar S o Kalegowda, Assistant Office 
Superintendent. Mysore Minerals Ltd. was filed (which is 
marked as MW2) tendered him for cross examination by 


the counsel for the first party. Since the Second Party closed 
its side on merits by examining Shri Anand Kumar as M W2, 
the first parly was called upon to adduce his evidence and 
he rest contended by filling his affidavit in lieu of his 
evidence dated 20-12-2007 without producing any 
documents and tendered himself for cross-examination by 
the second parly counsel. 

6. With the above oral and documentary evidence 
brought on record by the parties, l have heard the arguments 
addressed by the learned advocates appearing for both 
the parties and carefully gone through the ora! and 
documentary evidence placed on record bv both the sides. 

7. On appreciation of the claim statement. Counter 
Statement and oral and documentary evidence brought on 
record by the parties referred to by me above, I have arrived 
at the conclusion that the action of the managcincnt/sccond 
party in dismissing the workman/first party is justified for 
the following reasons. 

Reasons 

8. Since there is no dispute the first parly was 
appointed as a Mazdoor in the Second Party management 
from 01-01-1988 and while he was working at Puradoddi 
Granite Quarrv on 18-04-1998 he submitted leave application 
on the ground of illness for one day and proceeded on 
leave but thereafter did not report to duty till the first week 
of September 1998 on which date he claims to have went to 
report for duty with medical certificate and came to be served 
with dismissal order dated 2 1 -08-1998. Since it is not the 
case of the first party that subsequent to giving leave 
application one day on 18-04-1998 he lorwardcd any other 
application seeking leave, the burden heavily lies on him 
to substantiate that he was suffering from such a seroius 
iliness fora period more than 5 months either to report in 
duty or to submit an application for extending his leave on 
medical ground. The first party failed to place on record 
any documentary evidence to substantiate that he was 
suffering from fever and severe abdomen pain for such a 
long period disabling him to report to duty or even to send 
an application through post to the management seeking 
extension of leave. I he first party who has .stated in the 
claim statement that on 18-04-1998 he submitted leave 
application fora day bn account of his ill health and left to 
his native place and started taking treatment in General 
hospital, Kanakapura and went to report lor duly in the 
first week of September 1998 with medical certificate, in las 
affidavit filed on 20-12-2007 in lieu ofhiscvidenccon merits 
states that he went to report for duty during the first w eek 
of December, 1998 with medical certificate and on that day 
he was served with order of dismissal dated 21-08-1998. 
Thus from his affidavit it could be said that from 19-04- 
1998 till first week of December, 1998 he did not even care 
to send a leave application or request letter seeking 
extension of leave after filing one day leave application for 
| 8-4-1998 which suggest that he had no mind to continue 
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his job with the second party management. Apart from this 
fact his omission to take any action after the service of the 
dismissal order as claimed by him in the first week of 
December, 1998 for a period of four years further indicates 
that he had no mind to continue his job with the Second 
Party and after lapse of 4 years with some ulterior motive of 
getting benefits, he has raised the dispute and managed to 
get this reference for adjudication. Though the first party 
did not get exhibite any medical evidence in his evidence, 
a certificate dated 18-04-1998 and OPD slip dated 18-4-1998 
without specification of hospital produced by his counsel 
with memo dated 20-12-2007 is available on record. In the 
certificate which is dated 18-07-1998 it is stated that Shri 
Ramegowda (first party) aged about 38 years S/o 
Muthegowda, Yedamaranahalli, Kanakapura was his case 
for Infective Hepatitis from 18-04-1998 and advised bed 
rest and treatment. It is not specified how many days bed 
rest he was advised. Since this certificate is said to have 
been issued on 18-07-1998, if the first party had made an 
attempt to report to duty at least within a week from that 
date with medical certificate his absence for that period 
could have been said to be bona fide. As already adverted 
to by me above, the OPD slip produced with a certificate is 
only for 18-04-1998 and there is no indication that the first 
parly having appeared before the doctor of that hospital 
on any subsequent dates. Therefore, even taking into 
account the un exhibited medical evidence produced by 
the first party counsel, I am of the opinion that the first 
party is not justified in remaining absent from 19-4-1998 011 
the first week of December, 1998 on which date he claims to 
have went to report to duty and came to be served with the 
dismissal order dated 21-08-1998. Under the circumstances 
though the Domestic Enquiry held at the instance of second 
party management against the first party has been held as 
not fair and proper, on the materia! placed on record by 
both the parties on merits, 1 am of the opinion that there is 
no justification for long absenteeism of the first party from 
19-04-1998 till first week of December 1998 on which date 
he claims to have gone to report to the duty. Therefore, in 
my opinion the action of the management in dismissing 
Shri Ramegowda (the first part)'') by order dated 21-08-1998 
w.e.f. I 8-04-1998 is justified and the first party is not entitle 
for any relief. In the result, I pass the following Award: 

AWARD 

The action of the management in dismissing Shri 
Ramegowda by order dated 21 -08-1998 w.e.f 18-04- 
! 998 (which appears to have been wrongly mentioned 
in the reference schedule as w.e.f. 21-08-1998) is 
justified and the first party workman is not entitle for 
any relief. No costs. 

(Dictated to PA transcribed by her corrected and 
signed by me on 15th September, 2010.) 

S. N. NAVAL GIJND. Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 27th October. 2010 

S.O. 2910. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 01' 
2010) of the Central Government industrial Tribunal I .abour 
Court Guwahati now as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of ONGC Ltd Nazira Assam and their workman, 
which was received by the Centra! Government on 
27-10-2010. 

[ No. I ,-300 11 35/2009-1R (M) | 
D.S.S. SRINIVASA RAO. Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERN MEN! INDUSTRIAL 
TRlBUNAI-rCUM-LABOUR COURT, GUWAHATI, 
ASSAM 

Present: Sri D.K. Deb Roy, M.A., L.E.B.. Presiding Officer. 
CGlT-cum-Labour Court, Guwahati. 

Ref. Case No. 01 of 2010 
In the matter of an Industrial Dispute between:- 
The Management of Assam Asset, ONGC, Nazira, Assam 
Versus 

Workman represented by the General Secretary, ONGC 
Karmachary Surakhya Samittec, Nazira. 

APPEAREANCES: 

For the Workman : Sri if K. K onwiir. Advocate. 

Sri Runu Kumar Bai ua. Advocate. 

For the management Sri G.N. Sahewaila. Sr Advocate. 

Sri N. Anix Singh. Advocate. 

Date of Award: 29-09-2010 

AWARD 

I. The present reference is arising out of the 
Government Notification vide Memo No. L-30MI 1 '35 2009- 
IR(M) Dated: 16-02-2010, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by clause (d) of Sub-section (I) and Sub-section 
(2A) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 
(14 of 1947), for adjudication of the dispute as described in 
the Schedule below. 
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SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of ONGC 
Ltd., Assam Asset, Nazira in transferring Sri 
Bhubaneswar Chutia, General Secretary of a 
registered trade union from Nazira to Silchar and for 
not considering to cancel the transfer order is 
justified? To what relief Shri Chutia is entitled?” 

2. On receipt of the reference notice was duly served 
upon the parties fixing 12-5-2010 for filing W.S. by the 
parties. The Management ONGC submitted W.S. on that 
day with a copy to the Union. Case was fixed on 14-6-2010 
for filing W.S. by the Union. On that day the learned Counsel 
for the management submitted Hajira. Learned Counsel for 
the workman filed a petition praying for time for W.S. 
Petition was allowed fixing 16-7-2010 for filing W.S. by the 
workman. On 16-7-2010, none appeared for the 
Management. Neither the workman nor his Advocate was 
found present on that day also and no W.S. was filed by 
the workman and again date was fixed on 23-8-2010 for 
filing W.S. by the workman and was ordered that no further 
adjournment will be entertained. On 23-8-2010, the Learned 
Counsel for the Management remained present. Neither 
the workman nor his Advocate was present on that day 
also. The case was adjourned re-fixing 29-9-2010 for filing 
W.S. On that day also the learned counsel for the 
Management appeared. Neither the workman nor his 
Advocate remained present on that day. There was a 
specific order that if no W.S. is filed on that day i.e. on 29- 
9-2010, the matter will be heard and decide ex-parte. The 
senior counsel Mr. G.N. Sahewalla assisted by Mr. N. Anix 
Singh emphatically submitted that the workman has not 
submitted his W.S. even after several adjournments and as 
such, it appears that the workman is not interested to 
proceed with the proceeding and prayed that no relief award 
can be passed. 

3. Here 1 feel it convenient to re-capitulate the brief 
facts of the case of the management. The Management (in 
short ONGC) submitted written statement alleging inter 
alia that the present dispute does not come within the ambit 
of Section 2(k) of the l.D. Act rather it is an individual 
dispute. According to the Management the workman 
Bhubaneswar Chutia was appointed as i lelper, Grade-111 in 
the ONGC vide order dated 10-9-1982 and was posted at 
ONGC, Nazira. As per conditions of the apoointment, the 
concerned workman was liable to serve in any part of India 
or World. The concerned workman joined in the 
Management on 14-9-1982, accepting all the terms and 
conditions. The Management formulated job rotation and 
transfer policy and the policy is applicable to all the 
employees including the present workman. The workman 
Bhubaneswar Chutia was the Office Bearer of a registered 
Union which was not recognized by the Management, 
ONGC. Therefore, he is not entitled to claim any relaxation 
against his transfer under the transfer policy. It is further 
alleged by the management that Sri Bhubaneswar Chutia 


remained posted at ONGC, Nazira/Sibsagar lor last 27 years 
and for the administrative convenience he was transferred 
to Silchar in Assam on 19-8-2009 without any protest. It is 
alleged, workman was promoted to the post of Dy. ! lead 
Worker (Technical) and he joined on 28-9-2006 giving 
undertaking that he shall proceed on transfer anywhere. 
The learned counsel for the management submitted that 
the workman has been transferred to Silchar after 27 years 
that too within the State of Assam. The transfer order has 
been made as per conditions of service and it is not a mala 
fide transfer. The learned counsel for the management has 
drawn my attention to the fact that workman lailed to submit 
his W.S. in spite of so many adjournments which clearly 
shows that he is not interested to proceed with the 
proceeding. 1 find force in the submission. 

It is also seen from the record that initially the learned 
counsel for the workman appeared before the court and 
contested the proceeding but subsequently he also 
remained absent. 

4. Having considered the entire gamut of the situation 
and having heard the learned counsel for the management 
1 hold that “no relief award” can be granted, since the 
workman he has not contested the proceeding not 
submitted W.S. 

5. In the result, prepare “no relief Award" and sent 
the same to the Government as per procedure. 

Given under may hand and seal of this Court on this 
29th day of September, 2010 at Guwahati. 

D. K. DLB ROY, Presiding Officer 

feft, 27 3T37J3T, 2010 
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377# i 3ft 737377 37 27 -10-2010 371 Wft I 

[73. 373-29012/32/2005 33? 337(333) | 
■St. 373. 377. 9ftfft3T73 713, #737 33f3377t 

New Delhi, the 27th October. 2010 

S.O. 2911. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 ol 1947). the t entra! 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Rel. No. 035/06) 
of the Central Government Industrial tribunal l .abour( . 01111 . 
Jaipur now as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Om Singh Rajawat S/p Sh. Kalyan Singh Mine Owner 
Sakatpura Kota (Rajasthan) and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on 27-10-2010. 

1 No.!.-29012 32'2005-1R (M)] 
D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO. Desk Olliccr 
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ANNEXHRE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TR1BUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, JAIPUR 

Present: N. K. Purohit, Presiding Officer 

l.D. 35/06 

Reference No. L-290! 2/32/2005-IR(M) dated 1-03-2006 
Kuka 

S/o Sh. Mana, 

Through Joint General Secretary. 

Hind Mazdoor Sabha, 

Bengali Colony Cantt., 

Kota (Rajasthan) 

V/s. 

Sh. Om Singh Rajawat 
S/o Sh. Kalyan Singh, 

M ine Owner, Sakatpura, 

Kota (Rajasthan). 

AWARD 

30-9-2010 

1. The Central Government in exercise of the powers 
conferred under clause (d) of sub-section I & 2(A) of 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 has referred 
the following Industrial Dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudication which runs as under: — 

“^n eft *3* sft rtft 4 sft ^ st 

fRF tsft 3*fcR rwir Irht ^ 

TTR 7TTJTT, ff' fWeT TSfFH m ffRTRF 

01-01-1997 3 30-09-2004 

eft 3T5JT^ff SKI 9ft o^=hi HMI ^ ^Tf Pfcflil 

•grTctH Tfa h Tf«TT 3IT«ff %R Xm 

FT7FR f?” 

2. Pursuant to the receipt of reference order, the 
registered notices were issued to both the parties. Claim 
Statement on behalf of the workman was filed on 6-1-10 
and reply to the claim was filed on 17-2-10. Upon perusal of 
the record it appears that on 30-4-10 the applicant sought 
time for filing rejoinder & documents, but on next date an 
application was filed by Shri Surender Singh, advocate 
stating therein that the counsel for the workman would not 
be able to appear before the Tribunal due to some urgent 
work. Thus, next date i.e, 9-8-10 was fixed for submitting 
rejoinder & documents, but none appeared on behalf of 
the both sides on the said date. Therefore, case was listed 
on 28-9-10 & 30-9-10 for appropriate orders but on the said 
dates also none appeared for both the sides. 

3. In present reference, the question under 
consideration is whether the workman Sh. Kuka had worked 
under contractor Sh. Om Singh Rajawat at mines village 
Rajpura District Bundi for the period 1 -1 -97 to 30-9-2004 
and what amount is payable to the workman as wages? 


4. Initial burden was on the workman to prose the 
averments made by him in the claim statement but lie has 
neither appeared nor tiled any document in support of his 
claim. It appears that the workman is not u ilting to conics! 
the case further. 

5. Under these circumstances there is no material on 
record to adjudicate the reference on its merits. 1 'herelore 
“No Claim Award" is passed in this matter The reference 
under adjudication is answered accordingly 

6. Award as above. 

N.K. PUROHIT. Presiding Olliccr 
M forft, 27 2010 

■ 5 TT. 3 TT, 2912 .-RRnblT , 1947 ( 1947 

14) VRT 17 ^ 33-^J'J! R, RTTR 'TRrT ’OllHUri 
chftUVH ^ 3RTTTT ^ XWZ fW+l m TTT 

<+.4=610 ^ v Tfe aiiajf*ioh 

RR+fR 3?kj)Pl+ W 

W7T 165/2001 ) TTfe F. '311 WR RCFR RH 
27-10-2010 RT I 

[R. t^T-3001 1/62/2001 3TT3 RR(TRU i 
"St. RR RR. SfifR^RT 7TR, 1TFT RfRRRTT 

New Delhi, the 27th October. 2010 

S.O. 2912. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1917). the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref No. 163 
2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal 1 .about' 
Court, Jabalpur now as shown in the Anncxure. in the 
Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Bharat Petroleum Corporation Eld., and 
their workmen, which was received b\ the Central 
Government on 27-10-2010. 

[ No. 1.-3001 I 62'2001-IK (M )| 
D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO. Desk Officer 

ANNKXURK 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAL-CL'M-LABOUR COUR T, 
JABALPUR 

No. CGIT/LC/K/165/2001 
Presiding Officer : Shri Mohd. Shakir Hasan 
General Secretary, 

Akhil Bhartiya Adhinasth Bank Karamchari Sangh. 

Roxy Pul, Kampoo Road, 

Gwalior ...Workman Union 

Versus 

Dy. Manager, 

Bharat Petroleum Corporation Ltd., 

Aviation (Oper) Maharajapur, 

Airport, Gwalior. ...Management 


1 UK •' 
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AWARD 

Passed on this 5th day of October, 2010 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour vide 
its Notification No. L-30011/62/2001 -IR(M) dated 13-11- 
2001 has refeered the foilwing dispute for adjudication by 
this tribunal:— 

“Whether the action of the management of Bharat 
Petroleum Corporation Ltd. in imposing the 
punishment of reduction to a lower stage in grade 
and basic pay of Shri Chhotelal Dhukariya S/o Shri 
Durjan Das is justified. If not, to what relief the 
workman is entitled?” 

2. The case of the Union/workman in short is that the 
workman was appointed as General Operator in the Bharat 
Petroleum Corporation Ltd. on 23-1-1989 and posted at 
Gwalior Aviation Station. He was served with a chargesheet 
for committing theft of corporation’s property. The 
departmental enquiry was conducted and thereafter he was 
awarded punishment of reduction to a lower stage in the 
grade and his basic pay of Rs. 1436 was reduced to 
Rs. 1286 i.e. the minimum stage in Grade 1 vide order dated 
3-4-95. The punishment order was not for specific period 
for which the penalty would be operative as required under 
Rule 11 of CCS(CCA) Rules and Fundamental Rule 29( 1). 
The workman is said to have suffered monetary loss and 
would adversly affecting his pension. Gratuity etc. He 
preferred appeal before the Chairman and Managing 
Director on 26-12-98 for his redressal but the appeal was 
rejected. The workman is said to have been awarded 
punishment under clause 29( 1 )(e) of the certified standing 
orders but amendments made by the Central Government 
in rules and Model Standing Orders shall prevail over the 
certified standing orders. The Central Government had 
amended Rule 11 ofCCS (CCA) Rules wherein specfic period 
was to be mentioned for which the penalty should be 
operative. The workman approached before the Hon’ble 
Administrative Tribunal by filing O.A. No. 203/99 wherein 
the application was returned to agitate before the proper 
court. On the above grounds, it is submitted that the 
management be directed to restore the reduce stages of 
pay we.f. 1 -7-95 with back wages. 

3. The management also appeared and contested the 
reference by filing Written Statement. The case of the 
management, inter alia, is that the instant dispute is raised 
after fives years and is at a very belated stage. The workman 
has not raised any ground about illegality of the enquiry 
proceeding except that the punishment imposed on him is 
for unlimited period and should be restricted to three years. 
It is stated that there is no illegality of infirmity with the 
punishment order dated 3-4-95 imposed upon him reducing 
the basic salary to minimum in grade in view of the provision 
of clause 29( I )(e) ofthe certified standing orders applicable 
to the management corporation. There is no time limit for 
such punishment and therefore the punishment awarded 
to the workman was justified in view ofthe charges proved 
against him. The workmen of the corporation are not civil 


servants ofthe Union or of any State and the provision of 
Central Civil Services (CCA) Rules are not applicable 10 
the workmen of the corporation. Fundamental Rules have 
no relevancy w ith the instant case. The provision of clause 
10(1) of the Bipartite Settlement is the promotional policy. 
It is not related for awarding any punishment. It is stated 
that for considering next promotion, usual 5 years as per 
the promotion policy plus additional three years as per the 
promotion policy plus additional three years due to 
punishment i.e. 8 years (5+3 years) is to be calculated. On 
the above ground, the workman is not entitled to any relief 
and the action of the management is justified. 

4. On the pleadings of both the parties the follwoing 
issues are formulated— 

I. Whether the action of the management in 
imposing the punishment of reduction to a lower 
stage in grade to the workman is justified? 

II. To what relifthe workman is entitled? 

5. Issue No. I 

Before discussing on the issue, it is relevant to say 
that the Union/w-orkman has not challenged the illegality 
of the departmental proceeding conducted by the 
management against the workman in his pleading or in his 
evidence. Thus it is deemed to be valid and legal. 

6. The only point raised by the Union workman is 
that the punishment passed on the workman of reduction 
to a lower stage in grade and basic pa\ reduced from 
Rs. 1436 to Rs. 1286 i.e. the minimum stage in grade 1 vide 
order dated 3-4-1995 is not justified and it is not in 
accordance with the fundamental rules of the Central 
Government. It is stated that clause 29( 1 )(c) ofthe Certified 
Standing Orders is in consistent or repugnant with 
provision of Rule IR-29(i) of the fundamental rules. The 
fundamental rules are Model Standing Orders and are 
applicable on the workman. Since the punishment is not 
for specific period and therefore is unjustified. 

7. Now the important question is as to whether the 
certified standing orders is applicable or CCS(CCA) Rules 
and Fundamental Rule arc applicable to the workman. The 
Union/workman has filed a copy ofthe certified standing 
orders which is admitted by the managment. it is marked as 
Exhibit W/5. It shows that Certified Standing Orders is 
applicable in respect of all establishment, in Western Region 
of Marketing Division of Bharat Petroleum Corporation 
Ltd. Clause-1 runs as follow's 

“These standing orders shall come into operation as 
per provisions of Section 7 of the Industrial 
Employment (Standing Orders) Act. 1946 and shall 
apply to all the workmen employed in all the 
establishments in the Western Region of Marketing 
Division of Bharat Petroleum Corporation Ltd." 

The standing order was certified on 14-10-91 by 
Labour Commissioner (Central) Bombay and further 
amended and certified on 23-11-93 by 1)\. Chid Labour 
Commissioner (Central). Bombay. The said certified 




|i 1 \k i II Su 'Hi i 


TUI: GAZETTE OF INDIA: NOVEMBER20, 2010/KARTIKA 29. 1932 


8118 


standing orders come into effect from 30-1 i -93. Thus it is 
clear that the certified standing orders shall apply to all the 
workmen employed in the Western Region of the 
Corporation including this workman. 

8. Another question arises that the CCS(CCA) Rules 
and Fundamental Rules are also applicable to the workman. 
The learned counsel for the management argued that the 
said rules are not applicable to this workman, since he was 
not an employee of Central Govt. Section 1 3-B of the 
Industrial Employment (Standing Orders) Act, 1946 runs 
as follows— 

"Act not to apply to certain industrial 
establishments.- Nothing in this Act shall apply to 
an industrial establishment in so far as the workmen 
employed therein are persons to whom the 
Fundamental and Supplementary Rules, Civil 
Serv ices (Classification, Control and Appeal) Rules, 
Civil Services (Temporary' Services) Rules. Revised 
Leave Rules, Civil Service Regulations, Civilians in 
Defence Service (classification. Control and Appeal) 
Rules or the Indian Railway Establishment Code or 
any other rules or regulations that may be notified in 
this behalf by the appropriate Government in the 
Official Gazette, apply." 

Thus it is clear from Section 13-B of the Industrial 
employment (Standing Orders) Act. 1946 that it exempts 
from operation of the Act to workmen employed in industrial 
establishments to whom the Fundamental and 
Supplementary Rules, Civil Services (Classification, Control 
and Appeal)Rules, Civil Services (Temporary Service) 
Rules, Civil Service Regulations, Civilians in Defence 
Service (classification, control and Appeal)Ru!es, or the 
Indian Railway Establishment Code or any other rules or 
regulations provided that may be notified in this behalf by 
the appropriate Government in the Official Gazette, are made 
applicable. In the instant case, the Union/workman has not 
filed any notification to show that in the said establishment 
of the corporation the above said rules are applicable. Thus 
it is evident that CCS(CCA) Rules and Fundamental Rules 
are not applicable to the workman in absence of any 
notification. 

9. The punishment order dated 3-4-95 and the letter 
of the management dated 11-3-99 which are marked as 
Exhibit W /I and W /4 respectively show that the workman 
was awarded punishment under clause 29(1)( e) of the 
Certified Standing Orders and misplace to lower stage of 
the Grade. Clause 29(1)(e) of standing orders shows that 
there is no time limit for the punishment. 

10. The learned counsel for the Union submits that 
clause 10(i) of the memorandum of settlement (on promotion 
policy) between the Bharat Petroleum Corporation Ltd, and 
workmen (Marketing) shows that the reduction in lower 
stages in the same grade is maximum to be limited to three 
years only. The said memorandum is also an admitted 
document which is marked as Exhibit M/2. It is urged that 


the punishment without specified period is unjustified in 
view of the settlement. 

1 1. The learned counsel lor the management submits 
that it is a settlement on promotional policy that promotion 
shall not be considered on account of punishment maximum 
to three years plus general policy of five years and there lore 
he had been accordingly promoted on 1 -2-2002 alter eight 
years. The letter of promotion is marked as Exhibit \K 9. 1 
also find that it is a promotional policy and it is ol no el led 
with regard to punishment on misconduct. 

12. The workman Chhotelal Dhubkariya is examined 
in the case, lie has staled that he had not filed any appeal 
in the department against the punishment. The management 
has also adduced oral evidence. Shri Parvesh Kumar Jam 
is Station Manager at Gwalior Aviation Fuelling Station 
Fie has supported the case ol the management, lie has 
stated that the punishment was of permanent nature. Clause 
29(1 (e) of the Certified Standing orders also corroborated 
this fact that no time limit is prescribed 1 here is nothing m 
his evidence to disbelieve this witness. Considering the 
discussion made above, it is clear that Certified Standing 
Orders is applicable to the workman and the action of the 
management is justified. This issue is accordingly 
answered. 

13. Issue No. N 

On the basis of the discussion made above, the 
workman is not entitled to any relief and the reference is 
accordingly answered. 

14, In the result, the award is passed without any 

costs. 

15, Let the copies of the aw'ard be sent to the 
Government of India, Ministry of Labour & Employment 
as per rules. 

MOHD. SHAKIR HASAN, Presiding Officer 
^ 4 2010 

^T.VT, 2913—<1^4Pci, St ^ , 

1-11-2010 (^p^T) Tt 

4 30-6-2013 TT^> 3FTFI 37T^fl’ cT3F>, jfl ffl, 

fi 

[KTT-ll 016/6/2008II ] 
iff. diy+7. 

New Delhi, the 4th November, 2010 

S.O. 2913.—The President is pleased to appoint 
Justice Shri Gauri Shanker Sarraf as Presiding Officer of the 
Centra! Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court 
No.l, Mumbai w.e.f. 1-11-2010 (F.N.) lor a period upto 
30-6-2013 or until further orders, which is earlier. 

[No. A- 11016/6'2008-CLS-l 11 
P. K. TAMRAKAR, Under Secy. 
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